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lly 'Ml'. SHELTQN: A hill (H. ll 55£8) .authorizing the Sec· 

retar,?;· of W.ar to d()n.ate to tbe town of St. James, St.ate of Mi&
ouri, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Commitree on 

l\lili tacy Affait•.,. 
Al , a bill (H. R. 5569 ) authorizing the Secretary of War 
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to donate to the t1.>wn o.f .Buffalo, 'State of Mi ouri~ one German The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
cannon or :fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military AIDI.i.rs. recess. 

Al , a bill (H. R. 5570) authoriz:illg the Secretary of War to Yr. LODGE. Mr. President, I make the point of no quorum. 
donate to the t?wn of Rolla. Sta~ of Mis~~ri, one ~rroan The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will cull the roll. 
cannon or fieldpiece; to th~ Committee on Military ~s. The reading clerk called tile roll, and the following Senators 

By l\I:r. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 5571' for the relief of · answered to their names· 
C~~rle Hate?• alia . Charles H. Lord; to the Committee on Ban Goodin... • Lenroot 
M1htary Affan·s. Broussard Hale "' L d 

·Cameron Harris ~J.f:uar • 
Capper Harrison lliKinley 

PETITIONS, ETC. Caraway Johnson McNary 

Under clau e 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and paper wer laid ~;\is J:~8;lh ~~~is 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: Dial Keyes no bin ou 

38G. By 1\Ir. BURDICK: Petition in the case of &'lSt Galicia Fernalu King ~hepparcl 

• utherlnncl 
'l'rammell 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson, Ga. 
Willis 

and northern Bulwvina, as to their political tatus; to the Com· IJ"ranoo Ladd ~pcmcer 
mittec on Foreign Affairs. Mr. KELLOGG. I de ire to announce ilie ausencc of the Sen-

387. By Mr. BURROUGHS: Resolution of Concord Lodge, ator from New Jersey [M.r. Fn.EL:INGHUYSEN], the Senator from 
No. 537, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, opposing the repeal Michigan [Mr. TowNsEND], the Senator from 'Vest 'Virginia [Mr. 
of the excess-profits t.ax and the enactment of a sale or turn· ELKINS], and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Po:MERE!\E], who are 
O\er tax; to tile Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. . engaged on a hearing before a ubcommittee. 

388. By Mr. CHALMERS: Petition of women of the diocese Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
of Ohio, Toledo district, urging favorable action on Hou e bill Washington [Mr. PoiNDEXTER], the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
13334, which aims to prohibit fishing for salmon in the Yukon AsHURST], the Senator from California [Mr. SHORTRIDGE], tile 
River; to the Committee on the ·Merchant Marine and Fisheries . . Senator from Colorado [:M1·. NICHOLSON], and the Senator from 

389 . .A.'ftlo, petition of the Buckeye Producing Co., Toledo, Nevada IMr. Onnm] are detained at a committee meeting. 
Ohio, to repeal the internal revenue tax now ievied on cereal Mr. TRAMMELL. I de ·ire to nnnotmce the l.IDR\Oidablc aD-
beverages; to the Committee on Ways and Means. e.n.ce <>f my colleague tMr. FLETCHER] to-day. 

390. By Mr. CRAl\fTON: Resolution of Knights of Columbus The VICE PRESIDENT. Thirty-se\en Senators having au-
Council, No. 744, 1\Iount Clemens, :Alich., indorsing the program swered to their names, a quorum iS not present. The Secretary 
of legislation asked by the American Legion of the Sixty- will call the roll of absentees. 
. venth Congress in the interest of disabled \eterans; to tbe The reading clerk called the names of the absent Senators · 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. and 1\Ir. HA.RBELD, Mr. OVERMAN, and Mr. S:uuroNs answered t~ 

391. By 1\Ir. CRISP: Petition of citizens of Smithville, ll'itz- · their names when called. 
gerahl, Montezuma, and MarshallviUe, in the State of Georgia, The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty Senator lla.ving .an. wered to 
protesting against the excessive freight rates, etc. ; to the Com- their names, a quorum is not present. 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Mr. LODGE. I move that tbe Sergeant at Anns b directed 

392. By Mr. DE1\1JSON: Petition of the Cairo Products Co., to request the a..tte.ndance of absent Senators. 
Cairo, lll., protesting against the 15 per cent tax levied Qn The motion was agreed to. 
cereal beverages; to the Committee on Ways .and 1\Ieuns. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant at Arm · wilt cany 

393. 'By 1\Ir. GALLIVAN: Petitions of E. F. Kakas & Son·, out the instructions of the Senate. 
N. E. Music '.rracle Association, and A. M. McPhail Piano Oo., .all Mr • .SMooT, Mr. WATSor of Indiana, Mr. DILLIJ'\GHAM, 1\lr. 
of Bo ton, Mas ., relative to taxation matters; :llso, petition of CuMMINS, l\Ir. HEFLIN, Mr. SHO.BT.BIDGE, Mr. MoCUMUEB, .Mr. 
George Hoyt, of Dorchester, Mass., relative to tax on .athletic :rELSoN, 1\Ir. SwANSON, Mr. HITcHCOCK, :Ur. PoiNDEXTER, Mr. 
and porting goods; to the Committee on Ways and Means. ASHUTIST, 1\Ir. 0DD1E, Mr. NOP.BE K, 1\Ir. NICIIOLSON, 1\Ir. WOLOOTT, 

394. By Mr. KENNEDY: Memorial of .Americans of Ukrain· .Mr.. WARREN, Mr. STERLING, Mr. ELlrrNs, 1\Ir. SHIELDB, l\Ir. Bur:
ian ancestry residing in ·woonsocket, R.I., urging t·eeognition of SUM, and 1\fr. CULBERSON entered the Chamber and answered to 
east Galicia as an independent State, the west Ukrainian their names. 
republic; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-two Senators ha\iog an· 

395. By 1\fr. KISSEL: Petition of Kathleen Byrne, of Brook· swered to their names, a quorum is present. 
lyn, N. Y., urging the recognition of the 1r1sh republic; to the Mr. LODGE. A. quorum having appeared, I mon~ that the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. . order to the Sergeant ut Arm· be rescinded. 

i396. Also, petition of Liberty Textile Corporation, of New The motion was .agreed to. 
York, opposing the excess-profits tax :and favQring the sale tax; · MESSAGE FRO~ TIIE IIOU E. 

to the Committ~ ~m Ways .and ~leans. _ r A meE&age from the House of Representath .. ·es, by l\Ir. Overhue, 
397: Also,. petition of Leroy T. Wells, of )Vantagh, N. Y., its enrolling clerk, announced that the House ha{l passed the 

fnvorwg.l·etu·ement for emergency officers of the .Army, Navy, bill (8. 407) granting the consent of Congress to the Trumbull 
a~d 'Marme Co:p the sam.e as there~ oificer~ ?f tbe An;ny, Steel Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and 
Navy, and Man!?~ Cor.PS; to t.he Comnnttee on 1\Iilitary .Affa~s. , operate a brfdge 'll.lld approaches thereto acros the 1\lahoning • 

39 . Also, petitwn of M. Crowe, of Brooklyn, N. Y., urgwg Ri\eJ.' in the State of Ohio 
the recognition of the Irish republic; to the Committee on For- ' · 
e.ign .Affairs. PETITIONS AND MEYOUllLS. 

399. By 1\fr. MEAD: Petition of Buffalo Chamber of Com- . 1\Ir. W A.RREN presented a petition -Of the Sweetwater Bever· 
_merce, favoring tariff on wood products; to the Committee on · age Co., of Green River, Wyo., praying tor the repeal of 'tax: 
Ways and Means. now levied upon cereal be-verages, which was referred to the 

400. Also, petition of Lackawanna {)onncil, .L o. 2243, .Knights Committee on Finance. 
of Columbus, Lacliawanna, N. Y., favoring relief for disabled Mr. ASHURST presented a memorial signed by W. S. Crowe 
soldiers; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- and 102 other citizens of Globe, Ariz., remonstrating against 
merce. . any further uspension of the laws requiring annual labor or 

40L Also, petition of Buffalo Chamber of Commerce, fm·oring 1 as.se~ ment ~vork o:r; unpaten~ed mining. c~ims, which wa re-
a duty on all lumber irnp6rte.d into the United :State.~; to the ferred to the Committee on l\1mes and 1\Immg. · 
Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. Mr. HARRIS presented a telegram of Aaron Holt PoJt, Yet· 

402. By 1\Ir. :r-."'E'WTO..l ~ of Minnesota; Petition of sundry citi· erans of Foreign War , and Ware County Post, No. 10, A.mcri· 
zew· of 1\finneapoli~, petitioning the United States Congre s to can Legion, both of Waycro s, Ga., p1·ote.sting against the con
take the nece~ ary tep lookin.g toward the recognition of the elusion of any peaee treaty with Ger-many until tbe return of 
repuiJlic of Ireland; ta the Committee .on Foreign Aff-airs. Gro\er Cleveland Bergdol~ which wa ordered to lie on the table. 

403. By 1\fr. SNYDER : Petition of On~a Brewing Co~, of He also presented .a telegram in the nature of a petition from 
Uticn , N.Y., favoring the repeal of the tax: on .cer.e..'ll be'\"erages; Mrs. Alonzo Richardson, chairman, and 1\irs. Irving Tllomus, 
to the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. president, representing 1,200 women of the Atlanta Woman"s 

40:1. By l\lr. YATES: Petition of Edison Electric Appliance Club, of Atlanta. Gn., praying for the enactment of lc"'i latiou 
Co. (Inc.), Chici<go, IlL. by Thomas E. :roonan, prote ting providing adequate relief for wounded ex-~Nvir:e mC'n, \\hich 
agnin.t :ales tux; to Yhe Committee on Ways and :Means. wns referred to the 'ommittee on Finance. 
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Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of 

the Kansas 011 and Gas Producers' Association, held at Inde
pendence, Kans., April 11, 1921, favoring a tariff of $1.25 per 
barrel on foreign crude petroleum and a proportionate duty on 
foreign refined products of foreign crude petroleuJ:9, etc., which 
was refened to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 674) to provide .for the 
equitable distribution of captured war devices and trophies to the 
States and Territories of the United States and to the District of 
Columbia, reported it with an amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 9) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
the following bills and joint resolution, reported them severally 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon : 

- A bill ( S. 1018) to amend an act entitled "An act to give 
indemnity for damages caused by American . forces abroad," 
approved April 18, 1918 (Rept. No. 10) ; 

A bill (S. 1019) authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish 
free transportation and subsistence from Europe to the United 
States for certain destitute discharged soldiers and their wives 
and children (Rept. No. 11) ; 

A bill (S. 1020) for the relief of dependents of Lieuts. Jean 
Jagou and Fernand Herbert, French military mission to the 
United States (Rept. No. 12) ; 

A bill (S. 1021) to provide for the exchange of Government 
lands for privately owned lands in the Territory of Hawaii 
(Rept. No. 13) ; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 13) authorizing the sale of food
stuffs in the possession of the War Department to any foreign 
State or Government (Rept. No. 14). 

DES MOINES RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I report back favorably with amendments 
from the Committee on Commerce the 'bill (S. 1154) for the 
construction of a bridge across the Des Moines River at or near 
the city of Dumas, l\fo., and I submit a report (No. 15) thereon. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. SPENCER] is very anxious to 
have the bill passed. He states that its early passage is impera
tive. It will take only a few.moments to pass it, and I ask for 
the immediate consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendments were, at the end of line 5, to strike out 
" double-track" before " bridge," and, in line 6, after the wo-rds 
"Des Moines River," to insert a comma and the words "at a 
point suitable to- the interests of navigation," so as to make 
the bill read : 
- Be it enacted, etc., That the Atchison, Topeka & ·Santa Fe Railway 

Co., its successors and assigns, be, and the same is hereby, authorized to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the Des Moines River, at a point suitable to the interests .of' 
navigation, at or near Dumas, Mo., in accordance with the provisions 
of the act entitled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the . first 
time, and, by ·unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as fallows: 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 
A bill (S. 1362) granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Robinson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 1363) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 

to the town af Helena, Ark., two German cannons or fieldpieces; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 1364) to amend section 5 of the act approved March 
2, 1919, entitled "An act to provide relief in cases of contracts 
connected with the prosecution of the war, and ft)r other pur
poses " ; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

A bill ( S. 1365) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Forrest City, in the 
State of Arkansas; and 
· A bill ( S. 1366) to provide for the purchase of a site and 

the erection of a public building thereon at Monticello, in the 
State of Arkansas ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 
A bill (S. 1367) to carry out the findings of the Court of 

Claims in the case of Arthur E. Colgate, administrator of the 

estate of Glinton G. Colgate, deceased; to the Collllillittee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 
A bill ( S. 1368) for the relief of George B. Todd ; to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. SMOOT: 
A bill (S. 1369) to appropriate "$100,000 for the survey of 

public lands in Utah; and 
A bill (S. 1370) granting to the -State of Utah 2,000,000 acres 

of public land to aid in the ·maintenance of a system of public 
roads; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. NORRIS : 
A bill ( S. 1371) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 

Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in the claims 
of the Omaha Tribe of Indians against the United States; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS : 
A bill (S. 1372) to carry out the findings of the Court of 

Claims in the case of the estate of Haller Nutt, deceased; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PENROSE : 
A bill ( S. 1373) to protect the name and insignia of the 

World War organizations; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HARRIS: 
A bill (S. 1374) authorizing and directing the Interstate Com

merce Commission to provide for the granting of reduced pas
.senger rates by all railroad companies doing an interstate busi
ness through the sale of interchangeable mileage books of not 
less than 1,000 miles; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. STERLING: 
A bill ( S. l375) to prohibit and punish certain seditious acts 

against the Government of the United States and to prohibit 
the use of the mails for the purpose of promoting such acts ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill ( S. 1376) providinb for the placing of Government 
employees engaged in the enforcement of national prohibition 
under the civil service; to the Committee on Civil Service. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 
A bill (S. 1377) to amend section 300 of an act entitled "An 

act to authorize the establishment of a Bureau of War Risk 
Insurance in the Treasury Department," approved September 2, 
1914, as amended; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. SHIELDS : 
A bill (S. 1378) granting a pension to G. F. Hudson; 
A bill ( S. 1379) granting an increase of pension to Wade H. 

Pyle; 
A bill (S. 1380) granting a pension to Zania Seal Trent; 
A bill (S. 1381) granting a pension to James M. Gibson; 
A bill (S. 1382) granting an increase of pension to John B. 

Haley; 
A bill ( S. 1383) granting a pension to Fred W. McMeen ; 
A bill (S. 1384) granting an increase of pension to John F. 

Haynes; 
A bill (S. 1385) granting an incre.ase of pension to C. F. 

Boyer; 
A bill (S. 1386) granting a pension to William D. Davis; 
A bill t S. 1387) granting an increase of pension to Delia B. 

Zell; 
A bill ( S. 1388) granting a pension to Alfred C. Williams; 
A bill (S. 1389) granting an increase of pension to Oliver P. 

Chambers; 
A bill (S, 1390) granting an increase of pension to John T. 

Phillips; • 
A bill ( S. 1391) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 

B. Tadlock; 
A bill ( S. 1392) granting an increase of pension to Jesse S. 

Baldwin; 
A bill ( S. 1393) granting a pension to Israel W. Bennett ; 
A bill (S. 1394) granting an increase of pension to Eugene E. 

Scherrer; 
A bill ( S. 1395) granting an increase of pension to Joseph C. 

Brewer; 
' A bill ( S. 1396) granting a pension to Otto Greenlee ; 
A bill (S. 1397) granting a pension to Minta Jones; 
A bill (S. 1398) granting a pension to Vian Bennett; 
A bill (S. 1399) granting a pension to D. J. Owens; 
A hill (S. 1400) granting an increase of pension to John L. 

Johnson; and 
A bill (S. 1401) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Owen Dennison ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill ( S. 1402) for the relief of Charles M. Gourley ; a ncl 
.A bill (S. 1403) for the relief of Barneybass Eastridge; to the 

Committee on l\Iilitary Affairs. 

. ' 
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By Mr. GERRY: 
A hill (S .. 1404) for the relief of Philias Cauchon and Zelia 

Cane liOn; to the Committee on Claims. 
By ~Ir. SPENCER : 
A joint resolution (S. J. Ues. 43) to grant authority to con

tinue the use of the temporary buildings of the American Red 
Oro headquarters in tbe city of Washington, D. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

MONTAuh TRIBE OF L'DIANS. 

Mr. \V A.DSWORTH mlnnitted the following resolution (S. 
lles. Gl), which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affa irs: 

R e oZ1;ed, That the Secret:u·y of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
requ steel to report to the Senate where the Montauk Tribe of Indians, 
once in po session of the land known as Long Island, a part of the 
present State of New York, now reside.; whether tribal relations and 
a tribal organizatiou are still maintainea by them ; whether, and if so, 
to what exten ·~ any of them a re citizeru:; of the United States; whether 
the t ribe, if still existing as such, owns lands within the limits of the 
United States to which the Indian title has not been extinguished by 
cession, or otherwise ; where such lands, if any, are situate, the extent 
of tbe sfo me, by whom they are o .!cupie~l and by what tenm·e held, and 
whether the tribe, (1 1' any of it members, arc now under the care or 
custody or are . u bject to the conn·ol of the Interior Department, in 
any respect, in a manner slmilar to that of other Indians within the 
Unit<'fl tates. 

..illDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE F OH WE T \IBGINI A. 

Mr. LODGE obtained tlle floor. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President--
1\Ir. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from West Virginia. 
1\lr. SUTHERLAND. I ask unanimous consent to call up 

and to have considered immediately the bill ( S. 694) providing 
for the appointment of an additional district judge for the 
southern judicial district of the State of West Virginia. It is 
an emergency bill, and was reported yesterday unanimously by 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consiueration of the bill? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Pre ·iclent, I should like to haYe tbe bill 
read. 

The bill was read by title. 
1\Ir. SMOOT. Does the Senator from ·west Virginia say that 

it is an emergency bill? 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will say to the f)enator that it is 

strictly an emergency mea ure, for the reason that the sitting 
judge in that district has been paralyzed for a year or more 
and i absolutely incapacitated for the performance of his 
dutie . As a con equence tbe busines of the district is in very 
bad shape. The former Attorney General and the present one 
have trongly recommended the pas age of the bill. I repeat, 
it is an emergency matter in the strictest sense of the word, 
and I hope the Senator \Till not object to the consideration of 
the bill. A similar bill was passed through the Senate the last 
session, and the measure has been recommended unanimously 
by the former Judiciary Committee and by the present one. 

The VICE PHESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill4 

There being no objection. the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment, on 
page 1, section 1, line 9, after the word " district," to insert the 
words "and the judge so appointed shall be held and treated 
as il1e senior judge and shall exercise such powers and perfo1·m 
·uch duties in that judicial district as may be incident to 
seniority," so as to make the section read: 

Thai; the President of the United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, shall appoint an additional judge of the district 
court of the United States for the southern judicial district of the 
Stat~ of West Virginia, who shall possess the same powers, perform 
the same duties, and receive the same compensation and allowance as 
the present judge of said district, and the judge so appointed shall be 
held and treated as the senior judge and shall exercise such powers 
and perform such duties in that judicial district as may be incident 
to seniority. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator from West Vir

ginia whether there is in the bill a provision that upon the de
mi e of the pre. ent judrye no additional judge shall be ap
pointed? 

Mr. OVERAIAl~. That is CO\ered by the bilL 
:Mr. SUTHERLAND. There is such a provision emi>odied in 

section 2 of the bill. That ction reads as follows: 
. SE~ .. ~· That whenever a >ac:=tncy shall occur. i~ ~he office. of the 

district JUdge for the southern d1stnct of \Yest Vll'gmm ~nior 1n com
mission such vacancy shall not be filled, and thereafter there shall be 
but <>ne district judge in said district. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, ancl the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and pa . eel. 

TREATY OF PEACE WITH GERl:t:ANY. 

Tbe Senate, as in Committee of tbe Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. lG) repealing the 
joint resolution of April 6, 1917, declating a state of war to 
exist between the United States and Germany, and for other 
purposes. 

1\1r. LODGE. Mr. Pre ·ident, I shall not long detain the Sen
ate by what I ha vc to say in regard to the pending joint l·eso
lutioiL I can see no reason for consuming much time upon the 
subject. The question is so simple and so direct that I have 
been surprised at the vehemence that has been shown and the 
wide range of the discussion embarked upon in the last day or 
two by those who are opposed to the measure. 

The pending resolution is a joint resolution. It is not a treaty. 
It is a law. It is to repeal a joint resolution passed by Congress 
declaring that a state of war existed between the United States 
and the Imperial Government of Germany and the United States 
and the Imperia). and Royal Government of Austria-Hungary. 

There have been intimations here in tl.le debate that Congress 
was exceeding its powers in the pending resolution. Mr. Pre i
dent, there could be no more complete truism than that that 
which a legislative body can enact it can al o repeal. If we 
had the power to pass that declaration that a state of war ex· 
isted-and no one questions that power-we ha\e an equal 
power to repeal it. The theory that peace can be made on1y by 
a treaty has no support in the Constitution that I am aware of, 
and no support in international law. 

The fact that we repeal the declaration of the two House in 
Aptil, 1917, simply is a repeal of an act which we pas ed, and 
leaves the situation so that instead of a status of war existing 
with Germany a status of peace exists. Whatever is to be done 
in completing that work by treaty must rest with the Executive 
power, to whicll belongs the right to initiate and negotiate 
treaties. 

The war with Germany no longer exists as a fact and ha,' 
not existed since the 11th of November, 1918. This joint resolu
tion simply declares the fact, and that is all it does. The other 
provisions are also stah1tory enactments, giving notice to Ger
many that we shall insist upon all the rights we have under 
the Versailles treaty and shall hold the alien property funds 
until all claims against Germany· are settled, and incidentally 
repeals the old treaty with Prussia. The right of Congress to 
abrogate a treaty directly or indirectly by statute i also un
questioned and has been sustained by the Supreme Court. 

With Austrja we take the same action. We simply repeal 
the declaration of a status of war against the Imperial and 
Royal Austro-Hungarian Empire. and that restores the statu ·· 
of pence. 

The passage of this law invades no Executive power. It 
simply declares the law of the United State. , which undoubt
edly would be considered by the negotiators of any treaty that 
may follow. 

It has been suggested here that we are invading the Execu
tive authority. 1\Ir. President, the case· are many in which 
Presidents have asked the opinion of the Senate before enter
ing upon negotiations, asked their opinion as to the terms of 
a treaty before it has been made, and the recognition by the 
Executive of the share of the Senate in making treatie ha 
been established by many precedents. 

The President, in his speech of acceptance last July, tleclared 
that he would sign a resolution of this character whenever ent 
to him. I need not go into any elaborute discus ·ion of the Pres
ident's attitude. That was very fully covered by the Senator 
from Missouri [1\fr. REED] yesterday, but I will r~ad once more 
what he said in his mes age of April12 last: 

The United States alone among the allied and a ·sociatcd power con
tinues in a technical state of war against the Central Powers of Europe. 
This anomalous condition ought not to be permitted to continue. To 
establish the state of technical peace without further delay I should 
approve a declaratory resolution by Congress to that effect, with th<' 
qualifications essential to protect all our rights. Such action would 
be the simplest keeping of faith with ourselves and could in no scns 
be construed as a desertion of those with whom we shared our acri
fices in war1 for these powers are already at peace. 

This joint 1:·esolution i · in exact accord with the policie · tllere 
laid down and the request there made by the Pre ident of the 
United States. I realize that Senators on the other side ha\e 
fallen so much into the habit of standing by the rights of the 
Executi\e, were they well founded or not, that they are naturally 
very sensitive if anything seems to intimate that the Senate 
must not first consult the Executive about any action the Senate 
choose to take; but they may re t quite easy on this point. 
We are inYading no rl«ht of the Executive. We are acting in 
accordance with his expressed wishes. 

As to our attitude to those powers with which we were 
associated in the Great 'Vat\ they have every one of them made 
peace "ith Germany. They made peace with Germany on the 
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28th of June, 1919. Tbey so arranged the treaty and so pro
vided! that it came into effect when agreed to by- three o1i the 
ptincipal allied' and1 associated· powers. They have been- at 
peace with Germany, therefore, for· nearly two. yeru.-s. Is it 
to be upposed that we are to continue to remain in a condition
of techni-cal war with Gel'many· when all the countries we were 
associated with in the· war have made peace? 

They did not ask our leave to make that peace effective. They 
provided pecifically that they could make it withouti om· asso
ciation or consent. I have no fault to find with their- doing so, 
and no desire to interfere with the· terms of' the pea~e w..hich 
they made; but surely it doe not debar us· from making peace. 
They can not expect us· to remain at wan· while they have- all 
made peace; and if we choose to make peace with· Germany by. a 
treaty, which will• p1·obably follow Wis joint resolution, surely 
we are not betraying them. They do not expect it, 1\fr. Presi~ 
dent. They do not expect- us ta remain in a state of technicai 
war with Germany. They know that that is an impossible sit
uation and can· not continue. The: President made it entirelY 
clear jn his message, and it is also. made evident by the- notes 
tbat have been written by the Secretary of State in connection 
with these matters that we have no thought of abandoning the 
interests of those who were associated ' itb us in the Great War 
against Germany. 

In fact, treaties with Germany alone· would be inadequate, 
a the President bas stated; but the passage of this resolution 
untie · our hands. England bas been trading ""ith Germany, 
has been l~epresented· in Berlin, has been represented in Vienna, 
and 1 suQpose in the other fragments of the· Austrian Empire 
whi~h have been set up as independent States. ~~re· we t-o re
main unrel,')reseoted while all the other countries a:re rep
re en ted ?• Are we to have our n·ade hampet·ed. without official 
representation, without consuls, operating I believe· tb:rougfi· 
Spain, which represented our interests in Germany during the 
war? 

We ought to put this country on the san1e basis of h·ade :mel 
commerce that France and Italy and Ehgland and: all the other 
na·tions have had fot~ two years. That is one- of the practical 
results wllich make this joint re olution of immediate i.mpor
tance; but the most important thing of all is to get rid of the 
totally abnormal and anomalous situation in which we now ai..te. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. WiU the Senator allow me to· ask biro 
a question at that point? 

l\fr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. I am somewhat disturbed over a propo

sition which po sibly the Senator can make clear to me' l am. 
in hearty accord with him in his desire to bring the teclmicar 
.tate of war to an end. But in this resolution he prol?oses to 
repeal the act of AprH 6, 1917, whieh uoes- create some difficul
tie in· my mind. Why should tt not be sufficient to sa:y that 
the state of war declared by Congress on April 6; 1917, to exist 
between the Imperial German Government and the Government 
nnd people of tbe United States is hereby declared' at an end? 

l\Ir. LODGE. That is what it does say, in those terms. 
1\fr. TOWNSEND. But it says· more. It repeals the act. I 

ha>e omitted· the declaration that the act- declaring that a state 
of war existed' on that date is repealed, because that is a fact, 
and have suggested what we are all trying to get, as I under
stand it, namely, tliat the condition W:!clared on Apdl 6 to exist 
is now at an. end. 

1\Ir. LODGE. That- is a fa.ct, unquestionably. But.,, of com:se, 
I think the Senator will admit· that Congress has a right to re
peal what it has enacted. 

Mr. TO,VNSJfu'fD. There is no doubt about that. But do we 
want to do it? 

Mr. LODGE. It seems- to me that is the. most direct way of 
doing what we want to do. The Senat-or's suggesteu change 
brings the same result; but I think jt is better tO' repeal it 
directly, rather than indirectly. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. That necessarily carries embarrassments 
which may haYe occurred between April 6 and this hom.-: We 
are making our repeal date back as of April 6-thi,lt is, that the 
condition which existed when that resolution was passed· is at 
an encl, whereas if we said directi:Y that the con-dition declared 
on Aprit 6 to exist, namely, a state of war; is at an end now; 
and leaye it there, it would be better. 

1\fr. LODGE. The language of the resolution is-
That the joint res<?lutiou of Congress pas~ed .April. G, 1917, declaring 

a "'tate of war to ex1st * * • and making provisions to· prose<?ute 
the same, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. andJ said' state o:t wm: is 
hereby declared at an end. 

It seems to me that is the· most d.Ll::ect way of doing it. Our 
Jaw are notJ lil~e the· traditional laws of Lycurgus and Solon
never to be- repealed at an:y time. 'llhey a.re1• of course,. open to-. 
repeat at any time. A. tl•eaty of peace· iTh substance repeals anY: 

decla:r:.atian of wat· that has l:)een mad:e-. But this is wholly 
within the. power of Congress, and the purpose is, of course to· 
get rid of the t~nical state of war. It; bas: seemed. to me' all 
along that this is the· most· direct way of' doing it. 

Mr. KELLOGG · Mr: President--
The VICE: PR.ESIDillN'l?: IDoes the Senat:er from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator· from Minnesota-? · 
Mr. LODGE. I yielcl. 
Mr. KELLOGG: It seems to me the point that is· troubling 

the Senator from Michigan can be easily, explained. We de
clared a state of war existing, and we prosecuted· the war for 

· nearl:S t\\'O y.ears. The fact that we repeal· the aet does not 
invalidate Ol" affect tn the slightest degt:ee_ all• that was done. 
· :llr. LOIDGJil O:f course not: 

1\Ir. TOWNSEND. It is debatable· ground. as to what it does. 
What i~ the use of repealing· in it you declare direct-ly that the 
state of wru· is at an encl? 

1\fr. KELLOGG. I do not say that would not be sufficient. 
But how «an the repeal of the statute a.ffect all the acts of the 
So'\cernment <lone under tbe dedaration of· wau? 

Mr. LODGE: Of course, the repeal of a law. of any kind· 
does: not a.ffect the acts done under the law while it was law. 
We simp!~ declare the fact that the stat-e o~ war declared to 
exist on April 6, 1D17, no longer· exists. That is all we-say, and 
we-put an end to· it in that way, by tru -· for:m of repeal. 

ll'r. Pvesident, I hnse ·tated why· li think practically it is of 
>alue to· our· trade and commerce, that I think the- present con
dition· anomalous. ItJ is in contradiction of' the existing fact, 
and boweYer we do it, we ought to come to- the true status, 
the status of fact; that is, that there is no war, and ha ~ not 
been for. two years, betw·een this country and the Government 
of Germany. 

I am sure that further negotiations will follow, probably, 
with those countries who were om.· associates in the war, as 
well as with Germa·ny. That is the work, necessarily, of the 
Executive. This clears the. ground, and l have been at a loss 
to undarstand the apparent intensity of the opposition to the 
pas ags of this- resolution, but as I listened to speeches yester
day I came to the conclusion tha:t what causes the feeling a bout 
it i toot Senators think now that declaring a state of r)eace 
with Germany in some way sevei'S the lllst connection with the 
league. 

Mr. Presitlent, the existence of a technicair state of war with 
Germany doe not put us back into· the- league·; and we are 
never going to elimb baclc; into it in that way o1· any otheP. 
'1'1lat league, brought baek by :M:r: Wilson from Paris, as snarled· 
up with the treaty of pea~e- of- ·versaille , has been passed upon 
by the Senate and b the people, and' that league, I venture to
state, is dead: Tt 1s d'ead for the time being, anyway. It will 
tay dead, 1! th·ink, at least four years, aud I do not believe that 

any change o~ party in this countFy will ever·re tore life to that 
unhappy instrument. 

Why shonld we cling- to this beat-en, discarde(l league? Why 
should we hesitate to clear the ground of one of the remaining 
obstacles so that we can do something with• a free hand tu im
prove the general condition of the world economically and in 
every other way? 

Mr. SPE.KCER. Mr. PresidentJ-....-.-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does. the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
1.\'br. SPEJ.: T.CER. Will the Senator be good· enough to tell me 

as to whether it is not his understanding that some suah resolu
tion as this is not only quite e:xpectecl by: our allies but is 
viewed with_ entire· compla~ence by them? 

1\Ir. LODGE. Before the Senato:c came illi l stated that was 
a fact, and I know they all expect that such a resobJ.tion wiU 
be• passed~ What they are concerned with, is· what we do subse
quently, how we go outr, as a very distinguished representative 
of France said. " Ot course," he said, u we know you can not 
remain. in this. technical state of war." Nobody: ex:pe ts it. 
Nobody thinks that, so far- as I know, except the distinguished· 
Senators on the other side of the· ais1e1 and not aUt of them, 
beca:use some· of them are Republicans. 

But we might as well dismi.Ss it and get rid of this en
cumbrancu. This is too- slender a thread to permit us to think 
that it will draw us back into the league. But I think it is 
wiser to accept the decis-ion of. the people; which cernainly was 
plain enough. The President made this· precise issue in his 
speeeh of acceptance. It was used a.s a. foundation of argu
ment throughout the campaign and on eveny· stump. The people 
of the· mnmtry absolute!~ understood tlie proposition, and n·hen· 
they voted; by over 7,QOO,OOO majority for-Senator Harding they 
approveU: tll..a position he. had taken; i:f vat~s mean anything, 
and I think the time has come to clear awa this remaining 
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piece of wreckage of the unhappy attempt to negotiate a peace 
in Paris. 

If that peace satisfies Europe, we are content. We do not 
desire to interfere with what they want. But we are not going 
into that league, and this fact has been officially declared. 
Now, let us get rid of the ruins that remain, make a fresh 
start, and try to do something in our own way to help the con
dition of the world as it is at this moment. 
· Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, before the Senator takes 
his seat will he yield for a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. HARRISON. The Senator bas just stated that by 

practically 7,000,000 majority the American people passed on 
this proposition. Did I understand that he thought that issue 
was the separate treaty with Germany? 

Mr. LODGE. That was one of the issues. It was an issue 
specifically made by our candidate for the Presidency, and by 
all our speaker on the stump. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator will recall that there were 
many very prominent gentlemen, leaders in the Republican 
Party, who were for the league. I think there were 31 at one 
time who signed a petition to the proleague Republicans in 
the country and the independent people in the country, stating 
that the best way to adopt the treaty of Versailles and to get 
into the League of Nations was through the election of Harding 
and Coolidge, af.!d among those numbers who signed, and who 
made speeches, none was more prominent and none expressed 
him ·elf stronger as to that propositi,.on than the present 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. P.resident, if I have in mind the same 
letter to which the Senator from l\H sissippi refers, which was 
headed by Mr. noot--

1.\fr. HARRISON. Yes. 
1\Ir. LODGE. And I think drafted by him, it did not state 

just '"hat the Senator from .Mississippi states. If the Senator 
will . get it and read it, I think he will find it is a different 
propo ition. · . 

l\Ir. HARRISON. I ha\e it in my pos ession, and I shall 
read it before this debate is over. 

l\Ir. LODGE. I hope the Senator will. It is very good read
ing, especially in its conclusion. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. I did not understand the remark of the 
Senator a moment ago, and I do not know how the Senator feels 
toward the other statement I made, that the present Secretary 
of State, in his speeches to the people in that campaign, did 
state that one of the best wa·ys to get the treaty of Versailles 
ratified and the United States into the League of Nations was 
through the election of Harding and Coolidge. 

Mr. LODGE. l\Ir. President, I remember most conspicuously 
in the statements and speeches of the distinguished Secretary 
of State that he more completely destroyed article 10 and the 
body of the league than anyone else, I think, who spoke. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. Oh, well, the Senator has not answered my 
question yet. 

l\Ir. LODGE. I have not the speech here, but I shall be 
very glad to get it and read it. . 

Mr. HARRISON. I have it, and I will get it and have it 
read to the Senator in a moment. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator will have .all the reading 
done in his own time. 

l\Ir. SHIELDS. Mr. PrE>.sident--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu

setts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? · 
1\:lr. LODGE. I yield. 
Mr. SHIELDS. Did I understand the Senator to assert that 

the treaty was the issue in the campaign upon which the people 
pas ed? As I understood the proposition, the question was 
whether the United States should become a member of the 
League of Nations as contained in the German treaty. 

l\lr. LODGE. That was the question, of course. 
l\1r. SHIELDS. That we shou1d agree to part 1 of the treaty, 

wh:ch contained the covenant of the league. 
Mr. LODGE. It was absolutely that . 
• Ir. SHIELDS. That, I understand, was the proposition pro

posed by the then Chief Executi"re at the Jackson Day dinner 
here in Washington, to be decided in a great and solemn 
referendum. 

l\lr. LODGE. There is no doubt about it. 
l\lr. ·sHIELDS. Tllat I understood to be the paramount issue 

presented by the Democratic platform, and also the issue which 
wa. · presented in the interview of President 'Vilson to the 
Ne'" York World, and subsequently delivered in a statement to 
some 15 Republicans and nondescripts · who favored the league 
who went to the White House to hear and give it publicity. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I did not hear any of hi speeches, but that 
Wa$ made the chief issue by the Democratic candidate for the 
Presidency, Gov. Cox, as reported in the public press. 

1\fr. LODGE. So I understood. I did not read all of his 
speeches. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The issue was whether or not we should 
become a member of the league. I remember on one occasion 
reading with some interest a speech Gov. Cox made at Youngs
town, Ohio, or rather a remark in a speech there, when heckled 
by some one in the crowd as to his opinion of those Democratic 
Senators who opposed the League of Nations or favored reserva
tions to it, in which he is reported to have said "If one of 
them was a candidate for the United States Senate against a 
Republican who was for the league, I would vote for the Repnb
lican and make speeches for him." I thought that was pre
senting the issue in a pretty clear-cut manner. That issue wa.ci 
settled by a majOiity of about 7,000,000 out of about 27,000,000 
ballots that were cast in the solemn referendum. The people 
have spoken, and their voice is the law and should be obeyed. 

Now, that was the covenant of the League of Nations as I 
understand it, but that inevitably carrie with it the Versail1es 
treaty. Our President when negotiating that treaty, while on 
a visit to AQJ.erica pending those negotiations, announced that 
when that treaty came to America the covenant of the League 
of Nations would be so intertwined and interwoven with it that 
it would be impos ible to dissect one from the other. That state
ment was carried out literally, ingeniously, and forcefully. 
The authority of the League of Nations so permeates and honey
combs the Versailles treaty that it is impossible for it to exist 
and be executed without the 'League of Nations. Thus the 
infirmities of the covenant of the League of Nations affect the 
treaty to such an extent and so inextricably as to make tile 
document, the treaty proper, hopelessly and incurably bad, an<l 
the only possible thing to do i to scrap the entire document, in 
my opinion. As to apprehension that the resolution will ha\e 
that effect, I have understood that that is the object of it, antl 
that is why I am going to vote for it. 

I can see no objection to giving the peace, which i conceded 
to exist in fact, a legal status. I can see no bad faith to our 
allies in the war in doing what they ha\e done nearly two 
years ago. I can see no wrong in giving our nationals the com
mercial advantages in trading with Germany which our recent 
allies have engaged in and profited by for more than a _year to 
our injury. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Pre ident, there is no doubt in my mind 
whatever that the one great central issue of the last campaign 
was the League of Nations and whether we should enter it or 
not. This is a resolution subsidiary to the deci ion made by 
the people of the United States. There can be no question, I 
think, as to how they voted and that they voted against the 
covenant of the League of Nations. That covenant, as the 
Senator from Tennessee has pointed out, is so intertwined an<l 
involved-! wish to give President Wilson the credit of aying 
that he had involved it knowingly with the treaty of Ver
sailles-that it will require, on the best calculation I have been 
able to make, at least 72 amendments to the treaty of Ver aille..: 
to get the League of Nations out of it, and when we have got 
it out nothing but a shell remains. 

I hope we slmll do the obvious thing, complete the clearance 
of the ground and declare the fact that a state of war no longer 
exists between this country and the Austrian Empire. 

Mr. ROBINSON. 1\Ir. President, will the Senator from Ma -
sachusetts yield for a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Massachusetts ha · been 

long in the public service and has broad experience in dealing 
with matters pertaining to our foreign relations. Does the 
Senator from Massachusetts recall any other incident in which 
the Congress of the United State has repealed a declaration of 
a state of war? 

Mr. LODGE. No. 
Mr. ROBINSON On yesterday I ubmitted ·orne ob ·ena

tions and inquiries addressed to the same point a wu · em
braced to-day in the remarks and inquirie of the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. TowNSEND]. The cu tom preYail of repealing 
act of Congress, re olutions, or statutes that have a continuing 
application. I do not myself know of any in tance where CoJl.
gress has repealed an act or resolution that has performed it· 
functions, as is the case at i · ue here. 

The deC'laration of war was made a to Germany on th 6th 
of April and as to Austria-Hungary on the 7th of December 
1917, and the war was brought to a succe sful conclu ion, actual 
hostilities ceasing, with the signing of the armi ·tice. I am 
utterly unable to under ·tand the legal effect ·which the pro
ponents of the joint re olution intend to accompli h by re-
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pealing the declaration of war. Many measures passed by Con- M . ROBINSON. The state- of wa.t: existed at the time we 
gress of a somewhat extraordinary character, including the' passed the declaration of war. 
espionage act, acts re pecting the custody of property belOnging Mr. COLT. When dieT it cease? 
to aliens, and other far-reaching measures, were based solely · Mr. ROBINSON. The nominal state of war continues to ex-
on the existence of a state of war. They were justified by the ist, in the legal sense~ I think. 
emergency recognized by the resolution which we are now seek- Mr. COLT. The armistic-e only suspended the· state of war. 
ing to repeal. Mr. ROBINSON. The armistice terminated actual hostlli-

Is it, in the opinion of the Senator from Massachusetts, cal- ties. 
culated to strengthen the power of Congress to declare the exist- Mr. COLT~ Then, does- the Senator concede that the Iegn.l 
ence of a state of peace to pass a resolution repealing the reso- state of war still exists·? 
lution under which we recognized the existence of a state of Mr. ROBINSON. I think perhaps it doe&. 
war? Mr. COLT. It tb..e' legal state of war still exists by virtue of 

·Mr. LODGE. I do not see ·that the repeal of an act of any the resolution of April 6, 1917, can not the. United States, by 
kind or of a declaration ot war or a state oi: war has the: repeal of that resolution, put itself into a legal state of peace, 
slightest effect upon what was done under the repealed act so far as the United States is concerned? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Has Congress the power to declare a state Mr. ROBINSON. Why, Mr. President, if the Congre s has 
of peace independently of its power · to repeal the r::esolution the poweT· to declare· a state- of :peace, the repeal of the resolu
decla.ring a state of war? . ti<m declaring n. state ot war is not necess-ary and we ought 

Mr. LODGE. Congress undoubtedly has the poy;er to repeal not to make it,. for the simple reasan tllat the r~eal of a 
anything that it has ever enacted. statute that has been executed is usually- based upon the gt·ound 

Mr. ROBINSON. Then will the Senator from l\Iassachusetts that the passage of the stntn.te was wrong in the first instance. 
tell the Senate what i the object, what is the motive, what fs j Mr. COLT. Oh·,. no. Now,. the Senator from Arkan as knows 
the inspiring cause of this extraordinary action by which in that we are dealing with veTy technical questions:. 
violation of every precedent of ottr history· we propose to repeal Mr. ROBli'q'SON. We ate also dealing with practical ques-
the provision by which we sent millions of American soldiers lions. 
into battle and expended billions of American dollars-? Mr. ·COLT. A de facto peace an<l a legal peace are two 

Mr. LODGE. It has nothing orr earth to do with what we did ditterent proPQSitions. We ate in a de facto peace. Now we 
undc: that resolution· of com·se. The declaration that the ex- want to create, if you please, a legal peace. The Senator from 
isting state of war has come roan end is a matter ot fact and :Massachusetts--
we recognize the matter of fact just as we recognized the ex- l\fr. ROBINSON. One moment. Will the Senator yiel<l to 
ist~nce of the state of war. '?f c~urse we ~an repeal anything me for a question? · 
~v.t we can enact. If we. d1d not have the power to ena~t 1Ur. COL'l-r. OnE:' moment, if the Senator plea e. -As the 
It, then we could not repeal1t, but we had the po-wer to enact It. Senator from Mas. achusetts said -and as we all know we can 

Hitherto in a few cases where we hav_e been at war of course not create· a complete legal peac~ until Germany by s~me act, 
the peace made by treaty has necessar1~y r~pealed the act de- so far as we are concerned, puts herself in a condition of legal 
darm~ war. The mere form of re~ealmg 1t does not change peace. Of course, we: all know that Congress can repeal any 
R_nything that _has been done unde'l~ It of cou!se. We are con- act or resolution that it has passed, and therefore by the repeal 
tmually repealing acts, and every time we reviSe the code or the of the resolution of April 6, 1917, Congress can pface the. 
statutes many are declared obsolete and are repealed bY: Con- United States in a condition of legal peace, so far as this 
~ress, b_ut what was done under ~hem when they were m ex- country i concerned. 
1stence IS not rei }aled or changed 1~ an! way. Ur. ROBINSON. I stated that yesterday, as the Senator 

Mr. ROBINSON.. ~ut what, I mqurre or the Senator from wouid know ir he had done me the honor to listen to my re
Massa.chusetts u.gam, lS tlte legal effect of a repeal of the de- marks. I said the Congress could repeal the resolution. But 
claratwn of war afte1: the war has alrea?Y been ended? I now ask the Senator from Rhode Island a question. If Con

Mr .. LODGE. It will not have the slightest legal effect on gress has the power to declare a state of peace, and thus ac-
anything that has been done. . . . complish all that is intended by the proponents of the resolution 

MX:. R<?~IN~ON. .Th;n why rnsist upon the pa age of the to be accomplished, why repeal the resolution declaring. the 
pendmg JOmt 1esolut10n · . . . . existence or a state of war? 

Mr. LODGE. Because we desu·e to recogniZe the- e:x:rsting . . . 
state and put ourselves- on a level with the othe-r- nations that 1\Ir. COLT .. Beca~ the repeal of the reso~utwn declarmg a 
have already made peace and who did not wait for us. The' state .of war 1

1
s uthe snnplest and most effective way to reaeh, 

argument always leads to one thing, that .we must stay in a tec~Ically, a eoa! state of peace. . 
teclmical state of war because other countries have made peace 1\lr. ROBINSON. Bu~ yo~ also declaie the state of peace. 
in another way. It is the {}ld international view that we are Why repeal til.,e declaratiOn if you have the power to declare a 
having pushed at us again. state. of peace . . . . 

1\Ir. ROBINSON. The Senator from Massachwetter has- at Mr. LENROOT. 1\Ir. President--
last admitted that the proposal to repeal the declaration of war l\lr, LODGE. Of course, we have the yower to declare peace. 
can have no legal effect. Now, let me inquire of the Senator We hav~ the power to _pass- any resoluti-on we choose. We are 
from Massachusetts what will be its ineVitable moral effect'? not forbidden~ from domg that. . . 

Mr. LODGE. If the Sena:toT will allow me-and I believe I 1\lr. ROBLNSON. If ~ou .ha:ve the votes you: can hunuha_te 
still have the :floor-1 said no legal effect on what happened- thE:: men.. whc; made· sacr1fices- m the G~·eat War,. you can ~rs,. 
before it was repealed. Of course, it will have a legal effect honor the memo.ry of ~he ~:en w~1o fell m battler you can ln·mg 
on the future. the name o_f Uris- Natwn mto disreput: among _the nations of 

Mr. ROBINSON. The inevitable moral effect of the joint the worl-d, 1f you have the votes- to- do I_t,-but I mtend th~t the 
re olutio:n, whatever may be its purpose, repealing the decla.ra- cou_ntry shall know ~hat _you . are do.u;tg: You are domg a 
tion of war when it can have no relation, as the Senatol~ from futile, feeb~e, and fo~~ thing, .m my opmwn, when you repeal 
Massachusetts admits, to anything that has passed, lif to en- tile resolution declarmg the eJfistence of a state of war after 
courao-e our former- enemies and to discouraue our former allies the war has- ended. 
in tbetr effoTts· ·to settle the re-parations: dlsp~te. _Mr. LODGE. Mr. PL"~ident, :it has noth~g- whatever to <lo-

1\lr. LODGE. I yielded' for a questivn, and not for a sp-eech, With ~ men who· were ~ tlte- war or anytlti_ng done un<l~T the 
alJie as it is. I l'l.ad not intended to hold the floor so loner. I have- declaration of wm--nothmg whate:ver. It snnpJs recogl11Ze~ a 
held :i't much Ionooec than I desired. I recognize tiiat tltere· are' faet. Tli~ trouble 01 the other side· of the· aisle· is tlmt they 
many other Sena.~ors who desire to speak. tilt Will not reeognize facts. They wiTh net recoo-o11ize that the 

Mr. COLT. Will the Senator fr.om lUassachnsettS' permft rue I war is ~ver and that th~ country is at peace practi~"tlly , an(f 
to ask the Senator from Arkansas a questio-n? that then· league and. theilr treaty" ha-ve been beaten, and beaten 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. by th~ poople Recogni_z(;r the :facts-,. and Iet us go on. 
Mr. COLT. We passed the act declaring the United States- Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President--

in a state of war on April 6, 1917. 1\1r~ LODGE. :1 yield! now w the· S-enator from WiRe-on-sin. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Yes:; I stated· so-that is-, as to Germany. 1\fr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator ])e' 1\int-1 e-nough--
Mr. COLT, That is ailll am talking about. Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator frmn Wiscor}gin, who 
l\1r. ROBINSON. The Senator had not md a. As to- spoke first: 

Austria-Hungary, we passed it on December 7. Mr. LEN'ROOT. 1\.lr: President--
Mr. OOLT- I wish to ask the S~nator when, in his view, was Mr.. ROBINSON. WiU the Sena-tor f'tom n1a"sacha:s~tts be · 

the state of war created by that act, and when did it cea. eT kind enough--
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Mr. LODGE. I have yielded to the Senator from Wisconsin, 
who fir t rose. . 

1\le. LE~"'ROOT. I want to ask the Senator from Massachu
setts about a remark that he made in speaking of the treaty 
prop r, that if the provisions referring to the League of Nations 
were eliminated from the treaty proper only a shell would be 
left. That must have been an inadvertent statement on the 
part of the Senator. I think the Senator will agree that there 
are three principal parts to the treaty of Versailles other than 
the League of Nations-the fixing of boundaries, the repara
tion.·, and the right of occupation. All those provisions would 
still be left if the league covenant were eliminated. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, yes. 
1\Ir. LENROOT. And tho e provisions compiise the major 

part of the treaty. 
1\lr. LODGE. I ha-ve doubt about that. I intended to say, 

and I thought I did say, that to eliminate the League of Nations, 
I found, as I think the Senator will find if he examines the 
treaty of Versailles, would require about 72 amendments. 

1\Ir. LENROOT. That might be. 
l\lr. LODGE. It would be neces ary to tear the treaty very 

much to pieces when it came to making the treaty over. 
Mr. LEI\TROOT. That might be so, too; but I want to ask 

the Senator this que tion: A modification of the treaty proper, 
excluding the League of Nations from any power to enforce the 
treaty, would not be a very difficult proposition, would it? . 

l\lr. LODGE. Perhaps not. I once tried to disentangle the 
tl·eaty from the League of Nations, and I found it a pret-ty dif
ficult undertaking; but, of course, if the treaty of Versailles is 
goin(J' to be made over, that is only a small part of what has got 
to be done. There is part 13 ; there is the Shantung provision, 
and taking us out of all the commissions in which we are in
cludecl and in which we do not want to be and in which nobody 
wants us to be. I think the Senator would find when he got 
through that there would not be much left. 

Mr. LE1\TROOT. Mr. President, the Senator has referred to 
the action of the counh·y. Is it not true that the action of the 
country was upon the co-venant of the League of Nations in the 
treaty and not upon the provisions of the treaty proper? 

1\Ir. LODGE. The central question, of course, was that of en
tering into the covenant of the League of Nations; that over
shadowed everything else. The treaty of Versailles proper is 
another question which wa but little discussed here~ 

Mr. POMERENE. Will the Senator yield for a question? 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. POMERENE. The Senator a moment ago suggested this 

side of the Chamber was not able to recognize facts. I think I 
do, and if the Senator will permit me, I want to call his atten
tion to several of these facts. 

Mr. LODGE. 1\:Ir. President, I have no de ire to bold the 
floor any longer. I ha Ye tried to relinquish the floor several 
time~. 

l\Ir. POMEREl-.TE. I think thi will be interesting, if the 
Senator will indulge me. 

l\1r. LODGE. Would it not be better for the Senator to make 
hL . tatement in his own time? 

1\lr. POi\IERENE. I want the benefit of the Senator's answe~· 
to the question I am about to ask, if I may have it. 

1\fr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. POl\lERENE. The Alien Proper.ty Custodian, according 

to hi report, seized about 33,000 estates. Most of those . were 
seized during the first year or, perhaps, during the first six 
months of his official action. They were valued at $700,000,000. 
That property is still in the hands of the Government, at least 
most of it. Our Government also seized a very large number of 
ship.· which had sought refuge in our ports from the British 
and the French fleets. I think that there can be no doubt about 
the fact that that property, including the ships, was seized by 
our Army and Navy and civilian authorities pursuant to the 
joint re~olution declaring a state of war to exist. We are now 
seeking to repeal that joint resolution. My question is this--

1\Ir. LODGE. 1\Ir. President, the Senator from Ohio must 
know that there was an elaborate act passed authorizing all 
tho~e seizure . 

l\Ir. POl\fERENE. I realize that very fully. 
Mr. LODGE. The trading witli the enemy act covers the 

matter. 
l\Ir. POMERENE. Yes; but that act was passed in pursuance 

of the fir t step which we had taken. 
1\Ir. LODGE. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. POMERENE. Namely, declaring a state of war. 
l\Ir. LODGE. Does the Senator suggest that repealing the 

act declaring a state of war alters anything that was done 
while that act was in effect? 

Mr. P'Ol\fERENE. My question is a little bit long, but the 
Senator has not waited until I have completed my thought. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought it was approaching an end. [Laugh
ter.] 

Mr. POMERENE. Perhaps I am a little bit long in my state
ment, but nevertheless it interests me. 

Mr. LODGE. I am sure it intere ts everybody, I will say to 
the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. POMERENE. I thank the Senator. 
In 179~ we entered into a treaty with Prussia. That treaty 

expired, out later it was revived by the treaty of 1828, and it 
is still in full force and effect. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will pardon an interruption, that 
is one reason for passing the pending joint resolution, which 
abroga-tes it. 

Mr. POMERENE. Still the Senator has not waited until I 
have completed my inquiry. 

1\fr. LODGE. I was trying to help the Senator make his 
statement. 

Mr. POMERENE. I think I can make my own statement 
without any help in that respect. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Ohio is helping me make 
my speech. 

Mr. POMERENE. I am quite sure that the Senator from 
Massachusetts has had so -much experience that he needs no 
help; and we all respect his great ability, even if we do not con
cur in his conclusions. However, this is one of the provision 
of the treaty with Prussia to which I refer: 

If war should arise between the two contracting parties, the me-r
chants of either country then residing in the other shall be allowed 
to remain nine months to collect their debts, settle their affairs and 
may depart freely, carrying off all their effects without molestation or 
hindrance. 

That means, if it is given the effect which wa intended, the 
Germans in this countFY, when war broke out, had the right 
to carry off all their go..ods, including all their ships. That 
treaty also provides that it shall be in force both " in time of 
war and in time of peace." I think the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts will agree with me that the German Govern
ment too'k the position that these seizures were illegal. On the 
other hand, we contended that we had the right to make them 
because we passed the resolution declaring a state of war to 
exist, and because of the subsequent legislation; but the founda
tion for all of that legislation was tile war resolution. Now, 
when we repeal the resolution declaring a state of war to exist, 
are we not at least giving color to the German claim ; namely, 
that these seizures were illegal? Will the repeal not go further, 
and jeopardize our ti tie to the property thus seized by our forces? 

Mr. LODGE. 1\Ir. President. the pending joint resolution, as 
I read it and as it is intended, covers entirely and absolutely 
the question of the property seized and in the possession of 
the Alien Property Custodian. We did not get anything under 
the treaty of Versailles except a bill of indemnity for :Mr. 
Palmer. We got all his acts validated; that is the only . ub
stantial thing we got out of it. I do not think the joint reso
lution before us at all affects that situation. The fact that we 
repeal the joint resolution declaring a state of war to exist 
does not change or invalidate anything that was done under thnt 
act. That certainly is true. 

As to the treaty with Prussia, I have always believed that 
treaties of that character-and that is not the only one; we 
had one with Mexico, which somehow or other we did not seem 
to follow very closely, and which was to take effect both in 
peace and in war-follow the general rule that war abrogates 
all treaties, just as our 'Var with Spain abrogated all our 
treaties with Spain, and we had to negotiate new treaties. 
But, however that may be, the pending joint resolution dispose 
specifically of the Prussian treaty. 

Mr. HARRISON. If before the Senator takes his seat he 
will allow me to interrupt him, I desire to suggest that a few 
moments ago we were discussing what 31 prominent Repub
lican leaders had stated in their appeal to the counh·y for vote 
for Harding and Coolidge in the last campaign. I did not have 
the document in my possession at that time, but I ha-ve it now, 
and I desire to. refresh the memory of the Senator concerning 
certain passages of it. · 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me to take my seat 
and yield the floor to him, I shall be delighted to have him 
read it. 

Mr. HARRISON. ·I want it to appear in the Senator's time, 
so as to show the inconsistency of his position or to controvert 
what he so plainly stated. 

Mr. LODGE. That is unimportant. 
Mr. HARRISON. I understand it i · unimportant to the 

Senator. 
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l\lr. LODGE. But I should like to have a correct version ot 

it and -not the \ersion which the Senator from lllississippi 
gaye u ·. I will be very glad to ha\e the correct version printed. 

l\lr. HARRISON. It is a \ery correct version which I have 
before me. 

l\lr. LODGE. I hope so. 
Mr. HARRISON. And it is signed by ve"l'y distinguished 

Republican leaders, the list being headed by Charles Evans 
Hughes, the present Secretary of State, and including Herbert 
Hom·er, the present Secretary of Commerce; Elihu Root, a 
very distinguished Republican and ex-Secretary of State; Henry 
·w. Taft ; Oscar S. Straus ; George W. Wickersham, ex-Attorney 
General; Henry L. Stimson, ex-Secretary of War; and many 
others whose names will appear in the REcoRD when the docu
ment is printed. I am not going to read it all. 

Mr. BORAH. Not so very many others. 
Mr. HARRISON. Well, 31 of them. 
l\lr. BORAH. Out of 7,000,000. 
1\Ir. HARRISON. Those who signed the paper are pretty 

prominent gentlemen, and they influenced about all on the 
other side of the aisle except the distinguished Senator from 
Idallo and 11 others to their view. I shall merely read part 
of the document, and will ask that the remainder of it be 
included in the RECORD. 

l\lr. LODGE. I should like to ha\e it all printed. 
l\lr. HARRISON. All of it will be printed in the RECORD; 

but I do not want to trespass too much on the time of the 
Senate, so I will not read it all. 

The question-
Say Charles E\ans Hughes, Herbert Hoover, George W. Wick

ersham, et al.-
The question between the candidates-
Thi · appeal was issued on OctobEr 15, 1920, right in the heat 

of the campaign-
The question between the candidates is not whether our country shall 

join in such an association. It is whether we shall join under an 
agreement containing the exact provisions negotiated by President 
Wilson at Paris or under an agreement which omits or modifies some 
of those provisions that are very objectionable to great numbers of the 
American people. • • • 

The question, accordingly, is not between a league and no league, 
but is whether certain provisions of the proposed league agreement 
. hall be accepted unchanged or shall be changed. • * * 

We can not regard such a provision as necessary or useful for a 
league to preserve peace. 

\Ye have reached the conclusion that the true course to bring 
America into an effective Ieagne to preserve peace is not by insisting 
with Mr. Cox upon the acceptance of such a provision as article 10, 
thus prolonging the unfortunate situation created by Mr. Wilson's in
sistence upon that article, but by frankly calling upon the other na
tions-

" By frankly calling upon the other nations "-
to .agree to changes in the proposed agreement which will obviate 
this vital objection and other objections less the subject of dispute, but 
by frankly calling upon the other nations to agree to changes in the 
proposed agreement which will obviate this vital objection and other 
objections ·less the subject of dispute. The Republican Party is bound 
by every consideration of good faith to pursue such a course until the 
declared object is attained. 

They say nothing here about any separate peace. 
For this course we can look only to the Republican Party and its 

candidate; the Democratic Party and Mr. Cox are bound not to fol
low it. 

We ha•e reached the: conclusion-
Say the e di tinguished Republican leaders, two of 1"hom 

ha 'e been honored by the President with high places in the 
Cabinet-

We ha\e reached the conclusion that the true course to bring America 
into an effecti•e league to preserve peace is not by insisting with Mr. 
C'ox upon the acceptance of such a provision as article 10, thus pro
longing the unfortunate situation created by Mr. Wilson's insistence 
upon that article, but by frankly calling upon the other nations to 
agree to changes in the proposed agreement whicli will obviate this 
vital objection and other objections less the subject of dispute. The 
Republiran Party is bound by every consideration of good faith to 
ptu~me l':UCb a course until the decla.I·ed object is attained. 

For this course we can look only to the Republican Party and its 
candidate. * • " 

The conditions of Europe make it es entia! that the stabilizing effect 
of the treaty already made between the European powers shall. not be 
lost by them and that the necessary changes be made by changmg the 
t erm of the treaty rather than by beginning entirely anew. 

So different from what the Senator says. Continuing: 
That course l\lr. Barding i willing to follow, for he said in his 

speech of August 28-
Qnoted by these distinguished men-

" I would take and combine all that is good and excise all that is bad 
from both organizations (the court and the league)." 

Thi statement is broad enough to include the suggestion that if the 
league which has heretofore ri•eted our consideration and apprehen
sions has been so entwined and interwoven into the peace of Europe 
that its good must be preserved in order to stabilize the peace of that 
continent, then it can be amended or revised so that we may still have 
a r emnant of the world's aspirations in 1918 builded into the world's 
highest conception of helpful cooperation in the ultimate realization. 

We therefore believe that we can most effectively advance the cause 
of international cooperation to promote peace by supporting Mr. Hard
ing for election to the Presidency. 

And then follows the list of 31 Republicans who signerl the 
manifesto. I ask that it all be incorporated in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. "Without objection, that order will 
be made. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
CELEBRATED STATEMENT OF THE 31 PROLEAGUE REPUBDICANS WHO URGED 

THE ELECTION OF SE)<ATOR HARDING AS THE SUREST WAY TO GET THE 
LEAGUE OF NATIONS, 

[From the New York World, Oct. 15, 1920, p. 1.] 
"The undersigned, who desire that the United States shall 

do her full part in association with the other civilized nation 
to prevent war, have earnestly considered how we may. con
tribute most effectively to that end by our votes in the corning 
election. 

"The question betwe-en the candidates is not whether our 
country shall join in sueh an association. It is whether we 
shall join under an agreement containing the exact provision 
negotiated by President Wilson at Paris or under an agree
ment which omits or modifies some of those provisions that are 
\ery objectionable to great numbers of the American people. 

"The paper signed by 38 Republican Senators in March, 1919, 
before the league co\enant was adopted at Paris, advised the 
President that the signers could not approve a treaty in the 
form then proposed, although it was ' their sincere desire that 
the nations of the world should unite to promote peace and 
general disarmament.' 

"A majority of the Senate \oted to ratify the league agree
ment with modifications, which there is good evidence to show 
would have been accepted by the other nations; but 1\lr. Wilson 
refused to accept these modifications and insisted upon the 
agreement absolutely unchanged, and - Democratic Senators 
sufficient in number to defeat the treaty as modified followed 
Mr. Wilson by voting against ratification. 

" That is substantially the difference between the parties now. 
The Democratic platform and candidate stand unqualifiedly
for the agreement negotiated at Paris without substantive 
modification. 

" On the other hand, tt.e Republican platform says: 
"The Republican Party stands for agreement among the na_tion t o 

preserve the peace of the world. We believe that such an international 
association must be based upon international justice and must provide 
methods which shall maintain the rule of public right by the develop
ment of law aud the decision of impartial courts, and which shall secure 
instant and general international conference whenever peace shall t c 
tbreatened by political action, so that the nations pledged to do nnrl 
insist upon what is just and fait· may exercise their influence and power 
for the prevention of war. 

" Mr. Harding said in bis speech of August 28: 
"There are distinctly two types of international relationship. One 

is an offensive and defensive alliance of great powers. • • • The 
other type is a society of free nations or an association of free nations 
or a league of free nations, animated by considerations of right and 
justice instead of might and sell'-interest, and not merely proclaimed 
an agency in pursuit of peace but so organized and particiv.ated in a s 
to make the actual attainment of peace a reasonable possibility. Such 
an association I favor with all my heart, and I would make no fine dis
tinctions as to whom credit is due. One need not care what it is 
called. Let it be an association, a society, or a league, or what not. 
Our concern is solely with the substance, not the form thereof. 

-" 1\fr. Harding has since repeatedly reaffirmed the declara
tions of this speech in the most positive terms. 

"The question accordingly is not between a league mul no 
league, but is whether certain provisions in the proposed league 
agreement shall be accepted unchanged or shall be changed. 

"The contest is not about the principle of -a league of na
tions, but it is about the method of most effecti\ely applying 
that principle to presene peace. 

" If the proposed changes in the Paris agreement were cap
tious or without 8ubstantial ground one might question the 
sincerity of their advocate ·. This, however, is not the case. 

" The principal change proposed concerns article 10 of the 
league covenant as negotiated at Paris. l\1r. Wilson declares 
this to be 'the heart of the league,' and the chief controwrsy is 
about this. 

"Article 10 pro\ides that the nations agreeing to the treaty 
shall ' preserve as against external aggression the territorial 
integrity, existing political independence of all members of the 
league.' 

"That i · an obligation of the most \ital importance and cer
tainly binds every nation entering into it to go to war whene,er 
war may be necessary to preserve the territorial integrity ot· 
political independence of any member of the league against 
external aggression. 

"It is idle to say that Congress has power to refuse to au
thorize such a war, for wheneYer the treaty calls for war a 
refusal by Congress to pass the necessary resolution would be 
a refusal by our Go\ernment to keep the obligation of the 
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treaty. The alternative would be war or a breach. of the 
~olemnly pledged faith of the United States. 

" We can not regard such a provision as necessary or useful 
for a league to preserve peace. 

"'Ve have reached the conclusion that the true course to 
bring .America into an effective league to pre::;erve peace is not 
by insisting with 1\Ir. Cox upon the acceptance of such a provi
sion as article 10, thus prolonging the unfortunate situation 
created by lli. Wilson's insistence upon that article, but by 
frankly calling upon the other nations to agree to changes in 
the propo ed agreement which will obviate this vital objection 
and other objections less the subject of dispute. The Repub
lican Party i" bound by every consideration of good faith to 
pursue such a course until the declared object is attained. 

" For this course we can look only to the Republican Party 
and its candidate ; the Democratic Party and Mr. Cox are 
bound not to follow it. 

" The conditions of Europe make it es entia! that the stabiliz
ing .effect .of the treaty already made between the European 
powers shall not be lost by them and that the necessary changes 
be made by changing the terms of the treaty rather than by 
beginning entirely anew. 

"That course 1\IT. Hru·ding i willing to follow, for he aid in 
his speech of August 28: 

" I would take and combine all that is ~ood and excise all that is 
bad from both organizations (the court and the league). This state
ment is broad enough to include the suggestion that if the league which 
ba .heretofore riveted our considerations and apprehensions has been 
so entwined and interwoven into the peace of Europe that its good 
mu t be preserved in order to stabilize tbe peace of that continent, 
then it can be amended or revised so that we may still have a remnant 
ot the world's aspirations in 1918 builded into the world's highest 
conception .of helpful cooperation in the ultimate realiZation. 

" We therefore believe that we can mo t effectively advance 
the eause of international cooperation to promote peace by 
upporting Mr. Harding for election to the Presidency. 

" List of the 31 Republicans who igned the manifesto: 
Charles Evans Hughes; Herbert Hoover; Elihu Root; Henry 
\V. Taft, member executive committee, League to Enforce Peace; 
Oscar S. Straus, member executive committee, League to En
force Peace; George W. Wickersham, member executive com
mittee, League to Enforce Peace; Henry L. Stimson ; Lyman 
Abbott; Paul D. Cravath; Nicholas Murray Butler, president 
of Colnmbia University; Samuel McCune Lindsay, president 
of Academy of Political Science, UniveTsity of Columbia~ A. 
Lawrence Lowell, president of Harvard University, chairman 
executive committee, League to Enforce Peace ; J o1m Grier 
Hibben, president Princeton University; Frank J. Goodnow~ 
Johns Hopkins University; William H. P. Faunce, president of 
Brown University; William Lawrence, bishop of Massachu-
etts; John Henry McCracken, president Lafayette College; 

Henry S. Prichett, president Carnegie Foundation for Advance
ment of Teaching; Jacob Gould Schurman, former president 
Cornell University; Charles A. Richmond, president Union 
College, Schenectady, N. Y.; William Allen White, editor, 
Emporia, Kans.; W. Vol. Willoughby, professor of political 
. cience, Johns Hopkins University; George ... -\... Plimpton, presi
dent board of trustees Amherst College ; Robert Brookings, 
president of Washington University; Alexander C. Humph1ies, 
president Stevens Institute of Technology; Ernest M. Hopkins, 
president of Dartmottth College; Charles W. Dabney, University 
of Cincinnati; I aac 1\I. Ullman, New Haven, member executive 
committee, League to F...nforce Peace; Samuel Mather, Cleve
land, Ohio ; Ray Lyman Wilbur, president Leland Stanford 
University; and Warr•n Gregory, San Francisco. 

" •:' * * Two of the above list-Paul D. Cra vath and 
George W. Wickersham-joined in an appeal sent in June, 1919, 
to Senators WADS WORTH and CALDER urging prompt ratification 
of the Versailles treaty, which embodied the league covenant.', 

Mr. ROBINSO_T. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
l\li issip:pi yield? 

Mr. HARRISO.J.. -. I yield. 
Mr. ROBil~SON. · In connection with that proJ)osition, I 

a sume that the Senator from Mississippi remembers that the 
President, when a Member of the Senate, voted twice for the 
ratification of the treaty embracing the League of Nations with 
re ervations ; and I suppose he also recalls that after the ac
ceptance speech referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and quoted by the latter in a limited degree, a controversy of 
very far- reaching igni.ficance arose between Republicans as to 
what he meant. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH] and the 
Senator from California [M:r. JoHNSON], whom we have learned 
to sty Ie respectfuUy as " ir~econcilables " in connection with the 
agitation of treaty subjects, declared that he meant to re
pudiate the treaty and the League of Nations. The present 
rn~mbers of his Cabinet, Mr. Hughes and M1·. Hoover , and other 
l)rominent Republicans, including those in the list submitted 

by the Sep.ator from Mississippi, declared that he meant to 
approve it, and that the only safe way to secure it was to elect 
him. 

The campaign continued throughout a period of many months, 
and the public were divided in opinion, I might say, until its 
conclusion, as to how the President stood upon the matter. 
They knew his record. They knew that as a Senator he had 
voted to ratify the treaty with reservations. They knew that 
one powerful faction of the Republican Party, if I may so 
term th€ elelll€nt, led by the Senator from California and the 
Senator from Idaho, was opposed to the treaty in any form ; 
they wanted the United States to stand alone and independent 
of any relationship with other nations so far as it was affected 
by th~ proposed League of Nations; and they knew that there 
were millions of men and women in the United State who 
belie-:cd that this Government ought to cooperate with the 
other civilized nations in an effort to promote the permanent 
peace of the world, and that the League of Nations was a more 
or less instrumental agency calculated to accomplish that effect. 

And so the election came. 1\Ir. Hoover expres d his opinion 
very clearly on the subject in an address before Leland Stan
ford Junior University, on October 2, 1919; and I do wi h my 
very dear friend the Senator from Missouri [1\Ir. REED] could 
hear this statement. The Senator from Mis ouri, you know, 
is always so interested, if not inspired, by anything that 
emanates from that very authoritative source. [Laughter in 
the galleries.] 

Mr. Hoover · said, in the address to which I bave referred, jf 
the Senator from l\Iissi sippi will permit me to read it: 

The treaties can not be carried out without the league. Ifthe league 
falls, the treaties also fall. In tL.at even civilization will be taken back 
to the Middle Ages. If we attempt to revise the treaty we shall tread 
a road through European chaos. 

Even if we manage to keep our soldiers out of it, we will not e cape 
fearful economic losses. 't * * A peace without us means more 
army and navy for us, with the old treadmill of taxes. * * * F'or 
us to refuse to enter into a joint attempt with the well-thinking sections 
of a large part of the worltl to establish a continuing moral conscience 
against war is the utmost folly in our own interest. 

So that the atiitude of 1\ir. Hoover, the present Secretary 
of Commerce, was defined not only by his statement, in con
junction with other great and leading Republicans of tlus 
Nation, but by .a carefully prepared address delivered before a 
college in the State of California, jn whic.h he <ledured that 
the course now being insisted upon hy the Senator from l\Ja sa
chusetts and those who follow him would carry the world back 
to the Middle Ages. 

Mr. JOHNSON. l\fr. President--
1\Ir. ROBINSON. Just a moment, please. 
1\fr. JOHNSON. I merely wanted to inquire the date of the 

address from which the Senator has quoted. 
lli. llOBL~SON. 'I'he date of the addre s was October ·2, 

1919. 
l\1r. JOHNSON. Why, that was a long time before the elec

tio~ and so much time has elapsed that 1\Ir. Hoover has hatl 
the opportunity to change his mind many times since. [Laugbter 
in the galleries.] 

1\Ir. ROBINSON. Oh, yes; that statement is entirely correct. 
Mr. Hoover has had ample opportunity to change his mind, 
and so has the President of the United States, anu so has tl1e 
Senator from California, but the two men who do not seem to 
ehange ibeir minds arE> the Senator from Idaho [Mr. BonAR] 
and the Senator from California [Mr. JoHNSo ]. 

Mr. HARRISON. l\'£r. President, if the Senator will permit 
me, there was a good deal of wiggling and wnbbling by Re
publican leaders during that campaign. 

1\Ir. ROBINSON. I do not think there is any doubt about it. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I thank the Senator for the encomium he 

has paid to the consistency of the Senator from Idaho and 
myself. I rose to call his attention to the fact that :Mr. Hoover 
has changed his mind completely since then. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, nothing that the Senator 
fTom California thinks about himself can exceed what I would 
say about him if I had the requisite power of expression. 
[Laughter in the galleries.] 

The VICE PRESI DENT. The rules of the· Senate require 
the occupants of the galleries to refrain from all demon
strations. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, another member of the 
Cabinet who I think signed that statement-did 1\Ir. Hughes 
sign that statement? 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes; yes, he headed it. 
Mr. ROBINSON. :i\ir. Hughes is a .great international lawyer. 

as everybody lrnows, and a great statesman, and his opinion 
is entitled to respect. While this subject was under delibera
tion in too Senate he proposed n method of bringing about peace 
within the ranks of our ·friends on th~ wajoTity side by t:!er-
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tain reservations whicl1 he thought would make this treaty . 
and the League of Nations entirely acceptable to the United 
States and make it conform to the interests of the people of 
tl1is country. Here is what he proposed on July 28, 1.919. The 
Senator from California may interpolate here, if he desires to 
do so, the observation that 1\Ir. Hughes has had many oppor
tunities to change his mind since that time. 

In a letter dated July 28, 1919, he made the following specific 
proposals: 

The Senate of the United States of America advises and consents 
to the ratification of said treaty with the following reservations and 
understandings as to its interpretation and effect to be made a part 
of the instrument of ratification: · 

First. That whenever two years' notice of withdrawal from the 
League of Nations shall have been given, as provided in article 1 of the 
covenant, the power giving the notice shall cease to be a member of 
the league, or subject to the obligations of the covenant of the league, 
at the time specified in the notice, notwithstanding any claim, charge 
or finding of the nonfulfillment of any international obligation or of 
any obligation under said covenant: p,·ovided, however, That such with
dt·awal shall not release the power from any debt or liability theretofore 
incuned. · • 

Second. That questions relating to immigration, or the imposition of 
duties on imports, where such questions do not arise out of any inter
national engagement, are questions of domestic policy, and these and 
any other questions which, according to international law are solely 
within the domestic jurisdiction are not to be submitted for the con
sideration or action of the League of Nations or of any of its agencies. 

Third. That the meaning of article 21 of the covenant of the League 
of Nations is that the United States of America does not relinquish its 
traditional attitude toward purely American questions, and is not re
quired by said covenant to submit its policies regarding questions which 
it deems to be purely American questions to the League of Nations 
or any of its agencies, and that the United States of America may 
oppose and prevent any acquisition by any non-American power by con
quest, purchase, or in any other manner of any territory, possession, or 
control in the Western Hemisphere. 

Fourth. That the meaning of article 10 of the covenant of the League 
of Nations is that the members of the league are not undet· any obli
gation to act in pursuance of said article except as they may decide to 
act upon the advice of the council of the league. The United States of 
America assumes no obligation under said article to undertake any mili
tary expedition or to employ its armed forces on land or sea unless 
such action is authorized by the Congress of the United States of Amer
ica, which bas exclusive authority to declare war or to determine for 
the United States of America whether there is any obligation on its 
part under · said article and the means or action by which any such 
obligation shall be fulfilled. 

So, Mr. President, the statement made by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON], which was challenged by the Sena
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], seems to be established 
conclusively by the record. From the proposal to combine with 
other nations in an orderly and well-directed attempt to con
serve and maintain the peace of the world, we have degenerated 
to a proposition to declare the existence of a state of peace, 
and while repudiating the treaty and all obligations under it if 
it carries obligations to the United States, we are insisting upon 
securing every benefit that that treaty gives to us without 
assuming any obligation that it seeks to impose. 

We are not only doing the unusual thing of declaring the ex
istence of a state of . peace, but it is proposed to repeal the 
resolution declaring the existence of a state of war. I have 
asked, and I ask again, if the Congress has the power, the 
unquestioned power, as is asserted by the leaders of the ma
jority, to declare a state of peace, then what is the necessity or 
the justification for repealing the resolution under which we 
took up arms? What is the legal effect of that repeal? What 
is intended to be accomplished by it? If it can have no legal 
effect, if it is merely to do in another way what is to be done 
by declaring a state of peace, then ought we to repeal this 
declaration, and thus make an implied apology to Germany for 
having passed it in April, 1917? 

This resolution, Mr. President, is not intended to make 
peace. It accomplishes nothing whatever except to recognize 
what already exists. I ask again, are you not content with 
declaring the existence of a ·state of peace if Congress has that 
unquestioned power? Then why do you insist upon repealing, 
in violation of every precedent in the history of the United 
States, the resolution under which we went to war? 

Mr. HARRISON. I thank the Senator, Mr. President, for 
his question and the splendid contribution he has made to the 
history of to-day. 

The Senator will recall, and the Senate remembers, that dur~ 
ing the month of October, 1920, the Republican candidate for 
President was changing his position so often on the League of 
Nations that no one knew exactly how he stood on that proposi
tion. From the time of the Des Moines speech on he was con
stantly shifting his position, and, if I recall correctly, there was 
a time in that campaign when the distinguished Senator from 
California [Mr. JoHNs:::N] and the. distinguished Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. BoRAH], in speaking, threatened to leave the cam
paign, I know not why. I recall that that was a few days 
before the Des Moines speech of the now President Hat·ding, 
and rumor had it that certain llepublican leaders did not very 

much relish the speeches being made and the influence that was 
being exerted by the Senator from Idaho and the Senator from 
California. So the Republican leadership was divided through
out that campaign, and I want to say, Mr. President, that none 
rendered greater service to the Republican Party than the two 
distinguished Senators I have named; they drew the biggest 
crowds, won more applause, and took more votes away from 
the Democratic Party, in my opinion, than any other two men 
who were speaking for the Republican Party. 

But about that time the distinguished leader of the majority 
in the Senate [Mr. LoDGE] made a speech in New York City, 
and in that speech he was trying to pour oil upon the troubled 
waters. He was not trying to advocate at that time, and to 
have the country and the people believe, that he was for a 
separate peace with Germany and against any understanding or 
League of Nations that might preserve the peace of the world. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I voted for the resolution. 
Mr. I!ARRISON. Of course the Senator did. None of us 

were surprised that the Senator voted for it. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania with his powerful influence forced many of the 
Senators on the other side to accept his views on it. I do not 
think the Senator came to it very enthusiastically, but he did, 
and he voted for it. But here is what the distinguished leader 
of the majority said in his speech in New York City, in the 
Hotel Commodore, on October 18, 1920 : 

Senator Harding is as anxious to promote the world's peace as any 
man who lives. 

Of course. 
He is utterly against the Wilson league as Mr. Wilson brought it 

back from Paris. 
That was the impression that Republican leadership was try

ing to create in the country, that you were opposed to that 
league, but that you favored some other kind of a league; and 
that is what caused the disruption between the wing of the 
party led by the distinguished leader of the majority and that 
wing led by the Senator from Idaho [~Ir. BoJUH] and the Sena
tor from California [Mr. JoHNSON]. 

The Senator from Massachusetts went further. It was a very 
eloquent speech he made that night in the Hotel Commodore. 
He said: 

Senator Harding' s plan is to bring about, under the leadership of the 
United States, an agreement among the nations which will truly pro-
mote the peace of the world. · 

That was a sop to get Republican proleaguers in line, and 
that was the kind of argument that was being used by the 
standard bearer of the party and the Republican leaders on 
the stump throughout the country. That is what won the 
election, as the Senator said. 

Now, let me read something else. Here is a speech that was 
made by a distinguished citizen of Massachusetts, a man who 
has been honored by the Republican Party in that great old 
State, a State to-day that has in Congress men in high places
the Vice President, the leader of the majority in the Senate, 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and I might go on 
do'"-u the line. 

Mr. POl\fERENE. The Secretary of War. 
Mr. HARRISON. And the Secretary of War; yes. I have 

already mentioned him. I am about to read from the Balti
more Sun of April 16, 1920, from a speech by a Congressman 
from Massachusetts in that city. 

Mr. LODGE. From my speech? 
Mr. HARRISON. No; not from the Senator's speech. 
Mr. LODGE. I did not make a speech in Baltimore ; but 

that is a mere detail. 
Mr. HARRISON. I said this was a distinguished Republican 

Congressman of Massachusetts who spoke. 
Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
Mr. HARRISON. I quote: 
The peace resolution-
That is, the resolution that is before us-
The peace resolution is a sugar-coated pill prescribed by Dr. LODGE 

to be taken as a regular Republican dose before thinking. It is palo
less as well as senseless and will in effect put the stamp of approval 
of the House af Representatives on the action of the treaty wreckers. 

Mr. LODGE. Did the Senator say that was in a speech made 
by a Republican Congressman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; by Congressman Alvan T. Fuller. 
Mr. LODGE. Oh. 
Mr. HARRISON. The Senator knows him well. He is a 

great friend of the Senator. So I want to read· it. The Sen
ator did not catch this. This Congresslllan said: 

The peace resolution is a sugar-coated pill prescribed by Dr. LODGII 
to be taken as a Republican dose before thinking. It is painless, a s 
well as senseless, and will in effect put t he stamp of approval of the 
House of Representatives on the a ction of t he treaty wreckers in the 
Senate. 
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If you ru·e a Republican and you are sick, it will make you well, and 
if you arc well it will make you tetter. Would to God it might cure 
the Republican Party of the sleeping sickness that has kept it from 
doing anything constructive since they captm:ed control of too House
and ~enate, except to criticize the Pt·esident. How about the promises 
that the Republicans made, that they were to put into. eifect when 
they came into control? What have they done about the tax-es? How 
have they reduced the high co t- of living? 

Tho e are the words of n Republican C{)ngre~smnn from the 
great State of 1\fa aclm etts. . 

Now, let me read what another distinguished Republican 
leader ha said about this peace resolution. This is from a lillil1 

who has been honored by your party, was Presid-ent of the 
United States. It is from an article published in the Wash
ington Post J·une 1!>, 1919, from the pen of William Howard 
Taft. 

The article reads: 
~ • • It must gi>e those Republicans who oow find themselv-es 

supporting the Knox rc olution a ·• eat in a trange garret" feeling when 
they think of the great traditio.ttS of their party and of it historkal 
attitude toward every critical ste!} forwat·d in the hisrory of thi co-run
try under the Constitution. They must feel uneasy as tho e Federal
ist who fought the Louisiana Purchase as uncon~titutional bee.ause it 
wa, made by Jefferson.. For the Republicans are th-e legitimate heirs 
of Washington, Hamilton, and Mar. hall. 

• • • When be (P~·e ident Wilson) refieded on the patriotism 
of Republicans as " p1·owar bot antiadministration," · m-ost rema:rk
able popular rebuke fol1owed ins:tn.ntly. Do not Republic-an in the 
l:icnate, after their most patriotic course in the fighting o.f this war 
and their fine standing before the people on that account, run. the risk 
of dulling the fine edge of that course by present action, which many 
will conteu<l gives support to the ungracious words of the President? 

• ~· * Those Republicans in the Senate-not now committed
should then•fore avoid being hurried into embarrassing commitment 
by the Knox resolution and should wait untll the treaty is presented 
und until they can, after a full di6cussion, not in an~er. but after a 
calm, courageous, elf-re trained co~ideratien 9f theJ.r respo:f!Sihll}-ty 
to their country, the world, and the1r party, dec1de what the sttu:ltlo-n 
demands of them. 

• • • Meantime the Republiea.ng of the ~nate hould not pass 
the Knox resolution.. The rca ons for nm do.ing so are cleru:. and they 
will be clearer as the ine:xorable o.rde:r of event pro-ceeds. -

Mr. 1\IcCORl\IICK. 1\lr. Presid·ent--
The VI E PRESIDENT. D.oes the eiDltor fr m :\fi sissil}pi 

yi ld to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. HARRISON. I :vieltl. 
l\Ir. 1\fcCORl\IICK. ·That ''as the statement of William 

Howard Taft? 
Mr. HARRISON. Thl· i::s th-e statement of your forme:r 

President. -
Mr. McCORl\llCK. The Senator id a moment ago. that it 

w~ the Senator from California [lli_ JoiL~so. ] and the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. BoRAHl who dre\\- the crowds and made the 
Yotes in the last campaign. 

1\ir. HARRISON. I beg the enato.r· -. pardon. I know what 
i the matter with the Se1ator-I did not inclnd him in the 
list with those r.vo. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Pre ldent, I de::,"i.re to call th.e Senate's 
attention to what another distinguished and much-bel-<YVe<l mem
ber of the Republican Party has but recently aid. I refer to 
the . ·tatement of that plendid old gentleman from l\lin.n£sotay 
l\lr. NEr.soN. Only the day before yesterday this i: what he 
·aid in reference to this resolution : 

The course pursued in establishing final peaee by the Knox reselu· 
tiou. as is now proposed, is unusual, halting, equivoeating. and rmly a 
parti.'ll and piecemeal work, omitting some of the most important essen
tials for a just, permanent, and lasting peaet-. 

* ~ * * • * 
Two of the most important and vital matters pert:Lini~g to a just_ and 

permanent world peace. to wit. disarmament and repamtwn. are entirely 
omitted in this resolution.. It places our country in an attitude of total 
indifference in regard to these vital subjects. Germany has beretofo-r.e 
been most r eluctant to comply with the reparation an~ disari?ament 
provision of the Versailles treaty. Will not the .pru;;sage of th:is reso
lution tend to increase and fortify such reluctance. 

By this re!'lolution we in ist upon full reparation for ourselves, but 
are wholly oblivious as to whether our allies. by wh~se side and aid we 
Tanquished the common enemy, secure any reparation at alL We are 
also by this 1·csolution wholly oblivious as to the disarmament of Ger
manv-a matter most vital to the future peace of the world. One of 
the iesson impressed upon the civilized wo1·ld is tha-t Germany, armed 
and equipped as she was in July, 1914, would be a co1;1stant and eon
tinuin):: menace to her neighbors and to a world pence. It seems to me 
that our country i_s vitally interested in remov_in&" t?i menace. Under 
1hL· peace r olubon we have no g"NJUB"ti for mSisting on the "l'emoval 
of thm menace. 

* * • * • 
, uch is the tenor llll1l spirit of the Knox 1·esolution. I am not a 

diplomat, and have no glft of diplomacy. and it is perhaps on that 
account that I am unable to concur in this re olution, the passage of 
which will encourage Germany to continue with her reluctance to com-
111 - with the treaty of Vcrs.ailles as to disarmament and reparation. 

1\"Ir. WALSH of Montana. l\Ir. President, when the resolution 
of like import to that now before the Senat.e was under con
siueration a year ag-o I said: 

This nsolution, if the expression be parliamentary, is economic idiocy. 
We give everything and get nothing. We abolish all restrictions on. the 
importation into this country of goods bearing the •• mn.de in Germany " 
trade-mark without any agreement with that country that she . will 
admit all or any of ours into her territory. We invite the representa-

tives of the commercial houses o! Germany again to overrun our cities 
while she is at libe-rty to shut her gates on amy American merchant' 
manufa{!turer, or banker, on our growers . of cotton, corn, and live 
stock, om: pro~ucers of copper, who may des~ to deal with her people. 
We pernnt the reestahli hment in our midst of the industrlal plants 
tha-t prim- to the war enriched so many ot her war-mad minion and 
that became centers of sedition and disloyalty after we entered it with
out any assurance that :m American fum may even set ~p an 
agency in the city of H'2Ullburg. We throw open our port to mi· 
grants from her impov~rished tates and P:mvinees. and admit them to 
citizenship on exactly the same terms as are accOTded to the citiz:ens 
of our faithful allies or the liberated people of the new republics we 
ha~ aided in creating within her foJ:lller te-rritory without· any guar· 
anty that an American ma.y remain overnight in a hotel in Munich, 
Dresden. or &!rlin. 

At that time some effort was ma-de to justify the resolution 
upon the ground that it was nece snry tD the restoration of 
~ommereial relations with Germany. Bnt it was shown that 
not only would it nceoirJI)lish nothing in that direction, except 
to fhrow oown the bar· as to her nationals while she remain-ed 
at Uberty to krep them up as to ours, but that, pursuant to the 
law, the PresidRlt had, by Executive ordeT, as early .as July, 
191.9, rem.ov-ed all barriers "to commercial intercourse with that 
eomrtry occasioned by our law sa.-e that the importation of dyes, 
dyestuffs, potash, drug·, and e!flemicals produced in Germany 
remained interdicted, and it was further shown that commerce 
had been carried on t{) uch an extent as that from the time of 
the armistice to March 20, 1919, she h..r.t{} admitted of goods ex
ported from this country nearly $lli0;0.00,000 and "e had 
re-ceived fr<>m her ove:r :$25,000,000 worth. Our ex.po1·ts and im
ports from Germany for the calendar year 1920 were, respec· 
ti~ely, $311.,.437,3'l7 :anti $88, 36,280, the t-o-tal value of om· ex
ports mounting almost to the figure i·eached in 1'913, neTer before 
exceeded. when they aggregated $331,684,212. She is n-ot y-et 
elling to us within $1.00,000000 of what we took from ~r in 

1913, on of the penalties she is paying for precipitating the 
war. :a circumstance wlueh reflects th-e paralysis of her inclns
trial organization . and ominously tens of her lessened ability 
to absorb our prOducts. · 

ft would be a nJ.luable contribution to fhis debate if some 
. up ;rier of this reS61ntion weuld atise and di close -in plain 
terms just how this couutry is to profit in any mea uTe by it, what 
chang£ will -ensue upol1. its pa age and approval, except ucll 
as I hav-e enumer.ated to the advantage of OUl" late enemy in the 
field, in no ·respect whatever to our advantage. 
It is necessarily implied in the re olution that if Ger:many 

chooses to send an amha sador to this country he would b.e 
received. The President could carcely decline to receive an 
accredited representative from a .country with which our Gov
ernment bas, in conformity with the Constitution,. solemnly 
declared we are a.t peace. That of itself is a declaration that 
we d-esire ta sustain with it amicable l"elations. But when bas 
Germany made an equivalent lledaratiDn that she will receiv-e 
an ambassador from thi · country? She has not ventured to 
send one heretofore, lacking a treaty of arnHy 01· some such 
formal decJ.ru;ation as that maue by the resolution before us. 
She did not care to take t:J.1e chances of a rebuff. Shall we 
ris-k ~'Uch by sending an arnlmssador to Berlin? We can not 
safcly do so until by some reciprocal legislation on the part of 
Germany, or in the usual form by a treaty. she signifies that 
he will be welcomed and received. Sa with respect to consular 
representatives. The resolution under consideration must be 
regarded as an invitation to Germany to send consuls to S\lch 
of oar cities as she may choose, for the purpose of pxomoting 
the trade of .her nationals, generally to safeguarQ and promote 
their interests, and to discharge su-ch other fuuctions in aid 
of the fiscal laws :an{! policy of the country they repre ·eat 
as may be by it intrusted to or imposed upon them. Rnt have 
we any intimation from Germany that she is ready to extend 
like privileges to aur consular agents? She may be quite 
willing to do so without the formality oi the adoption. of the 
resolntion before us. In either case~ we get whatever she con
cedes us, not by right, as something due to us by express 
agreement or pursuant to the law of nations, but by graee of 
Germany. \\'1ly should we stand in the attitude of a suppliant 
for her favor"? W11y should we court her good will? Was 
this country the offender in connection witll t11e severllilce of 
the friendly !"elations whiCh had subsi ted between the two 
countries since our Nation came into being? 

I a.m as anxious as any Senator can possibly be to ee that 
cordiality whiCh is so agreeable and so profitable to both parties 
:immediately restored, but I am unwilling to concede to Ger
many the vezy substantial rights and privileges a.ceorde<l her as 
incidents oi tbi resolution without, at least, an agreement or 
undertaking on her part to make reciprocal concessions to n. · 

Again, I challenge any Senator to show how any a.dnmtage 
whatever is to accrue to the United States by this resolution. 
As I said oo a former occasion~ it should 'be entitled "A meas
ure for the relief of the German people." That title is pecul-
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iarly appropTiate at tllis time, for the moral effect of its 
Vcl.,S<l ae at this particular juncture will be to afford no smaU 
mea. ure of support to Germany in the pending controversy with 
tJ!e Allies o\er tbe satisfaction by her of the obligations she 
undertook under the t;I·eaty of Versailles. She is insisting 1.1pon 
radical modifieation of features of that treaty, espectally those 
dealing with the reparation it exacts of her. She insists that 
the terms are severe beyond her n.bilit to meet. She pleads 
for further time ; she beg the interrention as mediator of our 
Go,·crnrnent. F1·ance threatens the invasion of her territory 
unle..;s she complies. It will not be forgotten that the author 
of this resolution, the <listinguished Senator by whose name 
H i known, one~ Secretars of State, and thus properly regarded 
a particularly influential with his party, now in power, in all 
matters of the foreign policy of our Government, made a speech 
in the Senate on August 29, 1.919, in which he \igorously as
sailed the treaty of Versailles, charging that it was unreason
able in the demands made by it on Germany in satisfaction of 
the lo ses suffered by the Allies, and generally taking the posi
tion now asserted by Germany in her effort to escape its exa.c
tion; · r to secure amelioration of the terms imposed upon ller. 

In that speech, after reviewing at length in a highly critical 
.;:pirlt the pro\·isions of the treaty in so far as they impe ed 
buruens on Germany, he summarized them in the following 
language; 

1 regret, sir, that this has been a long nnd tedious process, but its 
importance could be satisfied in no (}ther way. It has shown us the 
treaty takes Germany•s territory, Enr(}pean and foreign, withont com
pensation; that it takes from her practically n.ll of her ocean shipping 
and a large portion of her inland vessels; that it depri>es her of all 
special benefits of treaties and conventions ; that it takes her cables; 
that it compels her to supply large quantities of raw materials; that it 
internationalize her great river systems and throws them open to 
traffic f all nations on a national basis, as if they were the high seas; 
that it opens her coastwise shipping to all nations; that it compels her 
to grant e.xeeptiOllill import and export privileges and to accept im
portant testrictions; that it lays down far-Teaching principles govern
ing her .internal commerce and transpot·tation; that it closes out -Ger
man interests in practlcafly the whole civilized world outside the 
territories of her late allies-includlng those areas which have been taken 
from her and given to others; "tha.t it closes out the intet'ests o1 that 
sume world in Germany. It has shown that having done all this it 
asses es against her provisionally, with a stipulation permitting an 
increase, a dellt of 120,000,000,000 gold marks, whlch is in addition to 
the property restored in kmd nnd to the value of the boats., gold, and 
securities delivered; that it makes .ber responsible .for "these damages 
inflicted not only by herself but by her allies, and even by the allied and 
associated powers themseh,es, wltb a list of items which includes some 
admittedly contrary to the rules of international law hitherto existing:; 
.ancl that finally and in :lildition she is compelled to answet· to her own 
nationals foT the value of the property taken by the allied and asso-
ciated powers. · 

The passage of this reso1ution at this time would "Very 
naturally and Te-ry justly be interpreted by bath sides of ·the 
tmfortunate controversy now t•aging in Europe, threatening a 
resumption of hostilities, as signifying that the very able junior 
Senator from Pennsylvania had become the -dominating clmr
ncter in respect to our foreign affairs, that he had succeeded in 
constraining his party associates and the administration to 
accept his views, and that Germany would have the moral sup
port of the United States in her msistence on a revisl-on of the 
Versailles treaty. It was not without reason, considering the 
public announcement of the purpose to put through at the 
earliest practicable moment the Knox: resdlution, thnt Germany 
presumed to solicit the interposition of the United States as 
mediator in her present quarrel with Ft·ance, or that · the elo
quent Viviani was hunioo to this country by our an-cient uUy, 
lboun<l to us by the most sacred of tie , to dissuade us from the 
course so advertised. 

The late Vice President of tile United States brought a 
tender response f-rom the breast of every .A.merlean citizen 
familiar with his country's history when he said, on the oeea
sion of the presentation to the United States Senate by the 
Republic of France of the beautiful vases which adorn the 
corridor of this Chamber-

SiiJce far-off ~776 we have grown rich and powerful, and many seek 
om: favors and many are our friends, but none can get closer to our 
be:uts than France, for sllc belieTed in us when all men despised us. 

In lliis her time of trial she barely asks of us that we refrain 
from an act that can do us no good. but which gives aid and 
comfort to her ,enemy. Are we CO'ldly to disrega:rd her mO'dest 
but n.nxious ap:pe.al? 

It js recognized by the resolution before us that a treaty 
with GeTmany must be made in mder to adjust tbe only matters 
in differenc-e between us, now that hostilities have ceased. except 
in so far as we are interested jointlY with our allies in fore
stalling the recrudescence of the German mllitazy power. 
Again I inquire, inasmuch us w-e must make a treaty with 
Germany, .what do ""~ get by repealing the declm·ation cl war 
and making a declnrntion that llleanwhile a state of peace -sub
sists? If 'Ger.IDflll subj~cts desire to come to this country to 
en)oy itos superior economic advantages, to participr.te eventu-

ally with us in the blessings of American citizenship, includ
ing the right to acquire, without cost, our public lands ; if 
German merchants and manufacturers, casting an eager eye 
upon the rich possibilities afforded by our markets, want the 
help of consular agents of Germany stationed in our cities to 
aid them m the peaceful invasi<m, why not let Germany move 
to that end by the .adoption of some resolution of the Reichs
tag such as that before us '1 It is of no consequence to my 
mind that Germany made no declaration -of war .against us. 
We made no declaration of war, strictly speaking, against her, 
but asserted by formal eangressional action that she, had made 
war 11pon us and had thus established a status in whiro she 
mast be regarded as the public -enemy. If we were right in 
that declaration-and who is there who doubts it ?-it would 
seem as though, conquered as she. was, we might expect the 
advances to be made by her, not by us. I remind Senators that 
the resolution before ns contemplates a treaty with Germany 
as essential, notwithstanding its recitals, to the restoration 
of peace in it essentials. We can not forget that Ameri
can lives were taken and the property of American citizens 
m01mting in \alue int-o the hundreds of m~llion , was seized 
or destroyed by German submarines and German raiders, for 
.the atisfaction of the claims for which the resolution be
fore us makes and can make no provision. On the other ha:nd. 
property of German nationals in this country to the value of 
at least three~quarters of a billion was seized and converted 
by our Government, not including the German ships seized in 
our harbors, of a value not less than one hundred million more 
all or the greater portion of which Germany claims was tnk~ 
in disregard of our treaty with her or in violation of the more 
enlightened rules of international law. The e reciprocal claims 
make up practically the sum total of the diff-erences between 
our Government and that of Germany, and the resolution makes 
no ad'\'ance whateYer, can make no advance, toward. the ad
justment of them. 

Some impatience is exhibited, even on this side of the Cham
ber, to end the present anomalous status. In it is reflected, ,but 
onlj' feebly reflected, the justifiable impatience of the countrs 
at the protraet.ed delay in the restoration of conditions of peace. 
Gentlemen may cry " Pence, peace," 'but there i. no pease in thi 
resolution. 

A treaty with Germany-some kind of a treaty-is essential 
to tl1e restoration of peace except in name. The resolution, i 
repeat, contemp.lates as much and looks to the accomplishment 
of peace in that manner. But what kind of a treaty is contem
plated? We might assent to the Versailles ti-eaty, or we might 
induce the -parties to it to convene and 1-evise it, or we might 
persuade tllem to disregard it entirely and negotiate a new 
treaty, or we might negotiate a separate treaty with Germany. 
'The idea of entering into a separate treaty with Germany i.s 
revolting, and commands no support in America. except from 
those whose fidelity to her cause was more or les un<l.er sus
picion while hostilities were in progress. 

We entered the war because German militarism threatened 
to oTerrun the world and had in its mad course made war on us 
in an effort to bar us from the common highway of the seas. 
It is the quite common belief of the American people that we 
ought not yet, at least, to abandon our allies in their effort to 
compel Germany to make adequate reparation and to insure the 
world against her rebirth as a military power; that our duty 
as well as our welfare requires that we be something more than 
an interested observer of her regeneration in a military sense. 

To enter upon any one of the .four courses conceived as pos
sible, save acceptance of the Versailles treaty, either condition
ally or unconditionally, would be hailed with delight in Ger
many. A proposal to disregard ouT allies a.i:td m~ke a separate 
treaty with her would doubtless be eagerly embrac~d as signi
fying our dissent from the terms imposed by the V ersaiUes 
treaty on her or the attitude taken by the Allies in respect 
to the enforcement of the same. So she would be more than 
pleased could slle inveigle us~ or should we be delud~d into pro
posing a genera11·evision of that n·eaty, or the total repudiatio:l 
of it, to be followed by a new conference to draft a substitute. 

It is inconceivable that we should offer any such suggestion 
to .onr late ames or that they shonlcl entertain it seriously if we 
did. 

Unqualified acceptance of the treaty in view of wll.a.t has 
transpired in this country is to be dismissed as a political im
possibility. There remains but one course, namely, to pr-opose 
to the parties thereto acceptance of tll~ Versailles treaty with 
such modifications of its terms, eitller absolutely or as they 
affect us, as will make it on the whole satisfa<:tocy to the United 
States. .But what modifications will be insisted upon? Upon 
what tm·ms is it proposed that the United States shall entel.' 
into a treaty jointly with those with whom it fought the war on 
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the one side against Germany on the other? What is to be the 
nature of the treaty to be entered. into with Germany ·con
templated by the resolution now under debate? It is now more 
than a year since the Republican Party entered upon a vigor
ous campaign to secure control of that department of the Gov
ernment charged in a . special manner with the conduct of our 
foreign affairs and authorized by the Constitution to take the 
initial steps in the making of treaties. It is almost six months 
since the American people called it to the discharge of that high 
duty. It is all but two months since the party so intrusted 
with power assumed control of the Government, and as yet the 
country bas had no inkling of what it proposes to do toward 
bringing order out of the chaos following the war, except as it 
is disclosed by this resolution that it intends to enter into some 
kind of a treaty with Germany. Heretofore it has contented 
itself with criticism. The country eagerly awaits the an
nouncement of some constructive program touching interna
tional problems. Meanwhile, industry from one end of the 
~ountry to the other is well-nigh paralyzed by reason of the 
collapse of the purchasing power of Europe, due as much to 
the disturbed condjtion following as to the exhaustion occasioned 
by the war. Our foreign commerce is falling off at the rate of 
$100,000,000 a month. Practically every copper mine in the Wes.t 
is shut down, 60 per· cent of our copper product zoing abroad in 
normal times. The city of Butte, with a population of 60,000, 
dependent wholly upon its mines of copper and zinc, stands as 
idle as a "painted ship upon a painted ocean." · 

Cotton is similarly affected. It is estimated that the army 
of the unemployed has risen to the staggering figure of 
G,OOO,OOO. The pending resolution represents the progress that 
bas been made toward getting the world back to a peace footing, 
and it, as shown, signifies nothing. The people ask for bread 
and are given a stone. 

The prototype of this resolution before the Senate a year 
-ago contained a provision intended to accomplish the repeal 
or the demise of what was known as the war legislation, 
and particularly those acts under which it was loudly and 
persistently proclaimed the then Chief Executive had exer
cised and was exercising autocratic and dictatorial powers. 
Lest the idea may be entertained by some that one of the 
purposes of the pending resolution is to abrogate war-time 
acts, I remark that so far as such a result is desirable it has 
already been accomplished by a direct repeal measure passed 
in the closing hours of the last session. That measure was the 
product of a protracted and painstaking study made by the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate of the war legislation and 
represents a prodigious amount of labor on the part of the 
senior Senator from South Dakota, chairman of the subcom
mittee to which was referred the repeal bill. A study of the 
act will astonish by the amount of the legislation it leaves un
repealed and which no member of the committee, however par
tisan he might be, desired, on reflection, to have repealed. In 
fact, it is questionable whether a single law valid under the 
ruling of the Supreme Court in United States versus Cohen not 
practically dead by the cessation of hostilities was touched, 
save section 3 of Title I of the espionage act, which, by the way, 
conferred no power on the President. 

I pass to a consideration of some specific features of the 
pending resolution, and must pray the indulgence of the Senate, 
as the analysis I propose to make of some of its provisions will 
necessarily be prosaic and no doubt tedious. 

I shall thank those who are endeavoring to follow me in this 
discussion if they will kindly secure a copy of the joint resolu
tion while I comment upon it. I shall show that without im
portant modifications of the language we shall be to some extent 
at least committed to a policy to which I am sure even the 
friends of the measure do not intend to subscribe and to which 
they have no purpose to pledge the country. It will be noted 
th .. t if the rroolution accomplishes anything at all, the result 
is achieved by virtue of the initial paragraph, referring to the 
substitute proposed by the committee, declaring the state of 
war at an end. What follows as a separate paragraph took the 
form of a proviso in the resolution as introduced, the language 
of the original and the substitute in the feature now under 
consideration being identical. The former-that is, tbe original 
resolution-=-after declaring the state of war at an end, con
tinues, "P1·ovided, howm:et·," etc. The purpose of a proviso 
in a law is to limit or restrict the significance or opera
tion of the language \Vhich has preceded it. Accordingly the 
proviso me-ans that the war is not at an end; that is, not 
wholl-y at an end; that it is not intended that the necessary 
consequences of the reestablishment of peace shall ensue, in this 
that we shall hold all the German property taken by our Gov
ernment as though we were still at war. But, as heretofore 
indicated, as there remains no concomitants of war, no 
danger to be apprehended, no obstacles to peaceful intercourse 

to be removed, as between us and Germany, save the continual 
absence of consular and diplomatic representatives heretofore 
canvassed, except the retention by us, on the one hand, of the 
Ger~an prop~rty we seized, and the neglect of Germany to 
make reparation to ~ur ~people for the damage suffered by 
them through ~E'r acts 0.1. war, what progress have we made 
by the declaratiOn that the war is at an end? The proviso 
eats up what preceded it, leaves only a "Vestige if it 
leaves anything, of what bas gone before it. ' 

In the draft proposed by the committee the provi o takes the 
form of a sepa~ate paragraph, di~associated syntactically from 
w~at precedes. 1t. Whatever consideration may have prompted 
this change m the form of the resolution it in no wise 
affects the interpretation to be given to it. The two mean 
th.e same. thing; they have the same significance. Not
wtthstandmg the unequivocal declaration of the first para
graph, we declare that we do not intend to let the German 
p~operty g~ until a treaty is entered into containing pro
VISions .as m the resolution set out. That part of it must 
be considered as an announcement of the policy we intend to 
pursue with reference to that property, conceded upon our part 
to be worth three-quarters of a billion and valued at much more 
by the Germans. It-namely, the recital of the resolution
must be regarded as in the nature of the most solemn instruc
tion to our negotiators, by which they would unquestionably 
deem themselves bound. Whether Congress can thus bind the 
Ex~cutive, in. whom the Constitution vests plenary power to ne
gotiate treaties, or whether be ought to give his assent to a 
measure purporting to do so, he must determine for him elf. 
A more flagrant attempt to wrest from the Executive his con
stitutional authority is not, in my judgment, recorded in our 
annals. The chief vice of this resolution does not consist in 
my opinion, in the effort to take out of the bands of the Pl:esi
dent ~b~ duty, if not the authority, to end a state of war by 
negotlatmg a treaty of peace, but in directing him as to the terms 
of the treaty be is to make. However, the resolution declares 
our purpose to bold the property seized by us until Germany 
has by treaty with us made suitable provision "for the satis
faction of all claims against the German Government of all 
persons, wheresoever domiciled, who owe permanent a1Jeo-iance 
to the United States of America and who have suffered tl"~'ougb 
the acts of the German Government or its agents since July 31 
1~14, loss, .da~age, or injury to their persons or · property:_ 
directly or mdirectly, whether through the ownership of shares 
of stock in German, American, or other corporations, or in con
sequence of hostilities or of any operations of war, or otherwise." 

Provision is to be made in the treaty, which the resolution con
templates shall be entered into, for satisfaction by Germany on 
account of losses by our citizens either in "their persons or their 
property," "through the acts of the German Government or its 
agents," "directly or indirectly," either "through stock owner
ship," or " in consequence of hostilities or of any operations 
of war." Any one suffering in his person in consequence of 
hostilities or any operations of war is to be compensated. That 
means that we propose to make Germany provide compensation 
to every American soldier wounde<l or disabled in the war or 
ta reimburse the United States on account of any e:\..'J)enditures 
it has made or may make on that account. · 

Let not the eloquent junior Senator from Massachusetts [:Mr. 
WALSH] despair. We are going to make Germany take care of 
our disabled sdldiers, whose "l'llght he so commendably exposed 
in the address by which he startled the Senate and the country 
on \V ednesday last. · 

The vexe~ question as to just what elements should enter into 
the. reparations to be exacted of Germany is to be reopened. 
Th1s was one of the most perplexing of the many difficult pmb
lems with which the peace conference was called upon to Ileal. 
The resolution proposes a basis essentially different from that 
finally agreed to at Versailles, after repeated conference be
tween the financial experts of all the allied countries, nnd 
protracted debates participated iu by the foremo t statesmen 
there assembled. 

I can not believe that either the committee or the Senate has 
given sufficient consideration to this feature of tbe resolution to 
warrant us in making a declaration of policy in that regard such 
as it enU.nciates. The conference at Versailles felt constrained 
in some degree by the fact that the Germans laid clown their 
arms upon Lle assurance that a treaty would be entered into in 
conformity with the famous "fourteen points." 

In their acceptance of the proposal made by Germany and 
transmitted by our Government to the Allies, they said : 

Further, in the conditions of peace laid down in his address to Con
gress on January 8. 1918. the President declared that invaded terri
tory must be restore(), as well as evacuated, and made free. The 
a.llied Governments feel that no doubt ought to be allowed to exist as 
to what this provision implies. By it they understand that compe~sa• 
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tion will be made by Germany for all damage done to tho civilian popu
lation of the Allies and to their property by the .aggression of GermllDY 
by land, by sea, IWd from the air. 

This was a perfectly obvious enln..rgement of the only mention 
of the subject in the address of the President, which is as fol-
low··: -

VIII All French teuito-ry shoulu bo !reeQ and the invaded portions 
restored, and the wrong done to France by Prussia in 1871 in the 
matter of Alsace-Lorraine, which bas unsettled the peace of the world 
by nearly 60 years, should be righted in order tbat peace may cnce 
more be mnde secure in the interest of all. , 

However ns the interpretation thus put upon the President's 
language ~as communicated to Germany, who with~ut dissent 
entered into the armistice by which she expressly obligated her
self to make '' reparation for damage done," she became )':~ly 
chargeable in the account with" all damage done to the c1vihan 
population " of the Allie . France set up the claim that all the 
cost of the war might and should be exacted of Germany under 
thi · 1nngunge, for, her spokesman said, the cost of the war 
must be met by taxes laid upon the civilian population dam
aae<l to the amount they must thus pay. Great Britain under 
the constraint to which Lloyd-George was subjected in a hot 
lJOlitical campaign in which he yielde~ to. ~travagan~ ~emands 
for promise to make Germany pay ' sh1llmg for shilhng and 
ton for ton," made similar claims and particularly insisted on 
being reimbursed for all pensions and separation allowances. 
For, he said, though the ·soldier wounded in the field can not 
1·ecover, being no civilian, yet when he is discharg~ he b?
comes a civilian and continues ta suffer damage, for which he 1s 
compensated by a pension paid by his Government, the amount 
of which becomes, under the clause referred to, a charge against 
tho enemy. 

Against these views the American commissioners made vigor
ou and repeated protest, the Presid€D.t declaring that they 
were "clearly jnconsistent wlth what we deliberately led the 
enemy to expect and can not now honorably alter simply be
cause we have the power." They were evidently induced to 
yield, however, to some extent, possibly moyed by the subtle ar
oument of Gen. Smuts, whose statesmanship the conference re
;ealed to the world and who emerged from it as one of its com
manding figures. I ask that it be appended to my remarks as 
an example of his skill as a dlalectitian. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair). 
Without objection, it is so ordered. [See Appendix.] 

J\.1r. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 
Mr. KING. As I understand, Mr. Baruch and our commis

sioners did not assent and did not yield; but when they saw that 
they were to be defeated they referred the matter to the supreme· 
council, and there the council decided somewhat adversely to 
the contention that Mr. Baruch had so splendidly and valiantly 
made. 

Mr. 'V ALSH of Montana. I have avoided details for economy 
of time. The Senator has stated the conditions exactly. Our 
financial representatives positively declined to accept that con
struction of the prearmistice negotiations and refused to accede 
to it. The matter was then referred to what is known as the 
supreme council, or the "big four.H They took the matter up 
while l\1r. Wilson was on the ocean, coming to America, and 
he was advised by wireless of the renewal of the contention. 
The quotation which I have given was a part of his reply 
to the communication thus addressed to him by the financial 
commissioners who were then in Paris; but the fact is that they 
did yield, as will be disclosed directly. 

The upshot of the thing waz that the elements to be taken into 
consideration were to the number of 10 enumerated in the 
treaty. (Article 232.) I offer a copy as an appendix to my 
remru·ks, and, to aid the present discussion, quote the follow
ing, deemed to deal with damage to the " civilian population'': 

{4) Dn.magc caused by any kind of maltreatment of prisoners of 

wa(i,) As damage caused to the people of the allied and associated 
powers all pensions and compensation in the nature of pensions to 
naval 'and military victims of war (including members of the air 
:rorce), whether mutilated, wounded, sick, or invalided, and to the 
dependents of such victims, the runount due to the allied and asso
ciated Governments being calculated for each of them as being the 
capitalized cost of such pensions and compensation at the date of the 
coming into force of the present treaty on the basis of the scales 
in force in France at such date. 

{6) The cost of assistance by the Governments of the allied and 
assoda ted powers to prisoners of war and to their families and 
<lependents. 

(7) Allowances by the Governments of the allied and associated 
powers to the families and dependents of mobilized person or persons 
servin;:: with the forces, the amount due to them for ea.ch calendar year 
in which hostilities occun·cd being calculated for each Government 
on the basis of the average scale for such payments in force in Fiance 
durin~ !.hut year. 

After all the travail here only sketched, pensions and sepa· 
rn tinn a1Jowancf's were inclncled ; hut, ·under the re olution 

before us, it will not be necessary for our negotiators in fram
ing the new treaty with Germany to indulge in any such refine
ment as eventually resulted in their inclusion by the Versailles 
conference, for the Secretary of State is commanded, if this 
resolution shall be adopted, notwithstanding any previous com
mitments, to demand full satisfaction for all damage done to 
any citizen .of the United States by the farce of Germany, 
in his person or property, and he is adjured ne•er to con
sent to let the seized German property go until such provi
sion is made. That includes soldiers as well as civilian . 
We propose to go beyond the wildest limit proposed by the 
jingoes of England and France in our demands upon Ger
many. It will occasion some surprise to the Amencan peo
ple to learn that we nre even thinking of mald.ng any such 
claim. The distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania has o.ut
Her<>ded Herod. He complained bitterly about the terms liD
posed upon Germany by the treaty; and now p:opose~, like the 
rest of them to wring from her the last farthmg, without the 
slightest con~ideration of the effect upon her resuscitation in
dustrially and our own future as it depends upon that con
tingency, and unrestrained in any degree by the prearmist~ce 
exchanges between her Government and our. , pursuant to wh1ch 
hostilities ceased and she was diSarmed. 

But some moderation is shown toward her, evidently inad
vertently, for it iS only such damage as onr nationa~s s~sta:ined 
in their " person or property " for which compensatwn IS to be 
made. The dependents of a man killed in battle or who dies 
of wounds o:r. disease are undoubtedly damaged by his death, 
but they are damaged through injury neither to their persons 
nor their property. 

For so much of the outlay of the War Risk Insurance Bureau 
as O'oes to the disabled soldiers we shall make Germany pay; 
for ~o much as is awarded to his dependents upon his death she · 
may claim exemption. Upon what theory do we hold her in 
the one case and release her in the other? Upon no theory. 
The subject has had, can have had, no serious consideration by 
the committee. The resolution should be recommitted and 
those provisions, at least, which introduce the highly contro
versial question of the elements entering into the amount Ger
many should pay should be eliminated. If it is deemed ad
visable to make any expression whatever concerning the terms 
of the treaty on that subject, general language, such as that 
quoted from the reply of the Allies to · Germany's proposal for 
an armistice, should be employed. 

There is another reason cqnally cogent why this resolution 
should be recommitted. 

It is quite likely that the author of the resolution, as well as 
the committee, had in mind only such p1·operty as was taken 
over by the Alien Property Custodian ; but, as pointed out, tile 
language used includes a most important class of property that 
never did pass into his hands, namely, the German ships. They 
were seized as prizes, taken over, not pursuant to any statutory 
enactment but in conformity with international law, under which 
belligerent ships become subject to capture and confiscation by 
or upon the adjudication of a prize court of the captor nation 
of the enemy character of the ship. 

Under the laws of nations the property of enemy nationals 
on land has a status quite different from the property of such 
on the high seas, whether it be ships or merchandiSe. The 
former is free from molestation unless by express legislative 
act of the enemy country within whose jm:isdiction it may be; 
the latter is subject to capture immediately upon the precipita
tion of war. It has been persistently maintained by those who 
seek to make more humane the laws of war that private property 
on land should be immune from seizure or confiscation. The 
amelioration sought in that regard has rarely been u·rged as ro 
ships of a belligerent. Treaties negotiated in modern times 
have not infrequently applied the principle contended for by 
making specific provision that in the event of war between the 
high contracting parties the nationals of either should have a 
limited time to depart with their effects from the territory of 
the other or, choosing to abide in the country where domiciled, 
should not be disturbed in their possessions so long as they ob
served the law and gave no aid to the nation to which their: 
allegiance was due. Such a provision, or one like it, is found 
in the treaty with Prussia of 1828, read to the Senate this 
..mol'ning by the Senatm· from Ohio [l\Ir. POMERENE], by virtue 
of which Germany claims we must account for all property 
taken by the Alien Property Custodian, and, perhaps, not for 
the amount realized on the snle of the same, but for the value 
at the time it was taken. as she cont~nds, in violation of tn.c 
express terms of that treaty. 

Let it not be understood that I run urging or even admitting 
t.he soundness of that vie.w. I am merely stating the conten
tion being made by Germany wit11 rf'ferencc to the property 
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taken over by the Alien Property Custodian as distinguished 
from the ships which, so far as can be judged in the absence of 
any authoritative official claim, are regarded by her as being 
upon an entirely different footing. 

Some very unequivocal language would be required to justify 
the contention that any nation bad stipulated DDt to capture the 
ships of its enemy upon the high seas or otherwise afloat. The 
title of the captor accordingly as to ships rests upon quite a 
different and, generally speaking, a much firmer foundation 
than nonmaritime property. In our war legislation this dis
tinction was recognized. The ships seized by us were dealt 
with by the act approved l\1ay 12, 1917, which declared the 
title to the same ve ted in the United States. The original 
enemy property act, approved October 1, 1917, contemplated 
only the sequestration of such property. It was not until the 
passage of the amendment of March 28, 1918, providing for 
the sale of the same that any effort was made to pass the title. 
Evidently Congress was impressed originally with the wisdom 
or justice of the more liberal rule of international law here· 
tofore ad\erted to, or felt some constraint by reason of the 
treaty of 1828 touching the confiscation of the property pa sing 
fnto the hands of the Custodian. It moved without hesitation 
in the case of the ships. 

It is, in view of what has been said, a serious question as to 
whether we may not legitimately retain the German ships as 
an offset, small indeed, to the enormous expenditure to which 
we were put to carry on the war, without according any credit 
to Germany whatever on account of them in the final adjust
ment which we must exact of her, at least f01' the ships and 
property of our nationals seized or destroyed by her on the 
high seas. 

The resolution ignores the very e sential difference pointed 
out. _ 

I know of no rea on why we should, out of a spirit of gener
osity toward Germany, surrender one hundred million to two 
hundred millions worth of ships to her or give her credit for 
their value in balancing our account with her. We ought to do 
neither, unless constrained to do so by. some treaty obligation, 
or the force of international l aw which we can not honorably 
disregard. 

I refrain from any extended comment on that part of the 
resolution which purports to reserve to the United States 
"rights, powers, privileges, claims, ind~mnities, reparations, 
and advantages " to wh ich it or its nationals are or may be en
titled under the Versailles treaty, perhaps sufficiently animad
verted on in the course of the debate. I remark, however, that 
I can not understand how Senators can be moved to put the 
United States in the humiliating position of seeming to assert 
that we may validly claim and that under certain contingencies we 
shall claim under that treaty which we have repudiated and to 
which we have declined to become a party. A treaty is a con
tract between two or more nations. Its validity and effect are 
tletermined by substantially the same rules as govern the execu
tion and interpretation of contracts between individuals, ex
cept, of course, that duress can not be pleaded in avoidance 
of a treaty impo ed upon ·a conquered nation. When was it 
ever, in any country, under any system of law, held or even· 
maintaineg that one named as a party to a contract, who de
clined to execute it or to be bound by its terms, could assert any 
rights under it, could claim under the provisions deemed by him 
to be to his advantage and yet escape the obligation of those im
posing duties or reiponsibilitieR upon him? 

This resolution ought not to pass. It was conceived in the 
midst of the pa sions aroused by the proh·acted debate on 
the treaty to appease the demand of the people for progress 
toward peace likely to grow so insistent as to sweep away all 
oppo ition to ratification . As a piece of political strategy it 
was a masterpiece. Its value as a contribution to the states
manship of the times bas never been made evident, and a care
fu1 tudy of it demonstrates that it is positi\ely mischievous. 

APPENDIX A. 

!~~gdo~~~~he invaded territories .only of. some of the Allies was clearly 

The next question is how to understand the phrase " civilian popu
lation" in the above reservation, and it can be most conveniently an
swered by an illustration. A shopkeeper in a village in northern 
France lost his shop through enemy bombardment, and \~as himself 
badly wounded. .He would be enti~led as one of the civilian population 
to compensation for the loss of his property and for his personal dis
ablement. H~ sub equently re.covered completely, was called up for 
military erv1ce, and after bemg badly woun<leu and spending :;orne 
tlme in the hospitals was discharged as permanently unfit. 

The .expen~e he was to th~ French Go':ernm~nt during this period as 
a soldier (hls pay and mamtenance, h1s uniform, rifle, ammunition • 
his keep in the hospital, etc.) was not damage to a civilian but military 
loss to his Government, and it is therefore arguable that the French 
Government can not recover compensation for su<'h expense under the 
above reservation. His wife, however, was, during this period de
prived of her breadwinner and she . thert"fore suffered damage as a 
member of the civilian population, for which she would be entitled to 
compensation. In othe1· words, 'the separation allowances paid to her 
and her children during this period by the French Government would 
have to be made good by the German Government, as the compensation 
w.hich the allowances r epresent was their liability. After the soldier ' s 
dtscharge as unfit, he rejoins the civilian population and as for the 
future he can not (in whole or in part) earn his own' livelihood he is 
suffering uamage as a member o1 t~e civilian population, for 1which 
the German Governme?t are agarn liable to make compensation. · In 
other words, the pensiOn. for aisablement which he draws from the 
French Government is rea.llv a liability of the German Government 
which they must under the above reservation make ~ood to the Fn·ncb 
GoverniLent. It could not be argued that as he was disabled while a 
soldier he does not sutTer damage as a civilian after his discharge if be 
is unfit to do his ordinary wo1·k. He does literally suffer as civilian 
after his dischar~e. and his pension is intended to make good this dam
ag<', &nd is therefore a liahilit:tr of thP German Oovernm~>nt. If he bad 
been killed in active service his wife as a civilian would have be<•n 
totally deprived of her breadwinner and would be entitled to compensa
tion. In other wotds, the pension she wou ld draw from the l!'n•nch 
Government would really be a liability of the German GovernmPnt unoer 
the above reservation, and would have to be made good by them to the 
Frl'nch Government 

The plrun, common-sense construction of the reservation thPreforc 
leads to the conclusion that. while dirt>ct war expenditures 1 such a the 
pay and equipment of soldiers, the cost of rifles, guns, and ordnnrice 
and all similar expenditures) could perhaps not be recovered from the 
GeriJ?ans, 3ret di. ablement pension_s to discharged soldiers, or pPn. ions 
to .wtdows a~d orphans •. or sepam!Ion ~!lowances paid to their wive aud 
cbtl~ren dunng th_e per10u of tbetr mtltta~y ~ervt<'e are all items repre
sentmg compen. ahon to members of the c1viltau population for damage 
sustained by them, for which thP German <~overnment are liable. Whnt 
was spent by tbl' .Allied Governments on the soldier bimsplf. or on the 
mechanicnl applian<'es of war, might perhaps not be recoverab' e from tbe 
German Government under the reservation, as not bPin"' in any plain 
and direct sense damage to the civilian population. But· what was or 
is, spent on the citizen before be became a soldier or after he has cea'sPd 
to be a soldier or nt any time on his family, represents com{>('nsation 
for damages done to civilians and must be made good by the German 
Government under any fair interpretation of the above reservation. 
Thi includes all war pensions and separation aiiowances, which the 
German Government are liable to make good, in addition to reparat ion 
or compensation for all llamage done to property of the Allied peo:iles. 

(Signed) J. C. SMuTS. 
PARIS, March 31, 1919. 

APPENDIX B. 
REPARAT10~. 

SECTIO~ 1. .. • 
A1·ticle 23i? • • 

The Allied and Associated Governments recognize that the re ources 
of Germany are not adequate, after taking into accoun t perman t> nt 
diminutions of such resources which will result from otbet· pro vi:-d ons 
of the present treaty, to make complete reparation for all such Joss aud 
damage. 

The Allied and Associated Governments, bowt>ver. require, and Ger
many undertakes, that she will make compensation for all damage done 
to the civilian population of the Allied and As~;~ ociated Powers and to 
their propet·ty during the period of the belliget·en<'y of each a · an 
Allied or Associated Power against Ge1 many by such aggression by 
land, by sea, and from the air, and in general all damage a s de t\J ~ ed in 
Annex I hereto. , 

In accordance with Germany's pledges, already given, as to complete 
restoration for Belgium, Germany undertakes, in addition to the t·om
pensation for damage elsPwhere in this Part pt·ovided for, as a conse
quence of the violation of the Treaty of 1839, to make reimbursements 
of all sums which Belgium has borrowed from the Allied and AssociatPd 
Governments up to November 11, 1918, together with interest i:tt the 
rate of 5 per cent per annum on such sums. 

This amount shall be determined by the Reparation Commi sion, nnd 
ihe German Government undertakes thereupon forthwith to mal<e a 
special issue of bearer bonds to an equivalent amount payable in marks 
gold, on May 1, 1926. ot·, at the option or the German Govel'Dment, on 
the 1st of May in any year up to 1926. Subject to tb<' foregoing, the 
form of such bonds shall be determined by the Reparation Commiss1on. 

[From "'l'be making of the reparation and economic sections of the Such bonds shall be hande•l ove•· to the Reparation Commi~sion. which 
treaty,'' . by Bernard M. Baruch. Memorandum submitted by Gen. has authoritY to take and acknowledge receipt theL·eof on bebal! of 
~routs, pp.. 30-3~.] Belgium. (Ibid., pp. 127-129.) 

In this reservation a careful distinction must be made between the · 
quotation from the President, which refers to the evacuation and resto- ['Mr. KING addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 
ration of the invaded territories, and the implication which the Allies Mr. McCOR~HCK. Mr. President, the listie . character of 
find in that quotation and which they proceed to enunciate as a prin- thi debate shows how little concerned is the country with the 
ciple of general applicability. The Allies found in the President's· J?ro- controvei'"Y "'nd the dl' fferences which formally uivide us in 
vision for restoration of the invaded teriitories a geneml . principle .., .... 
implied of far-reaching sc(lpe. This principle is that of compensation this Chamber. The perfidious nation, a it has been called by 
for all uamage to the civilian population of the Allies. in their persons Senators on the other side of the Senate Chamber. will bear the 
or property, which resulted f1·om the German aggressiOn, and whether . . . . . . · · 
oone on land or sea or from the air. By acceptina this comprehen- charactenzation Wltll equan1m1ty. The perfidwu lll'3.JOnty of 
siv~ p~·in?ple (as the GerJ?an Government did), they ac~owledged 7,000,000 in the country, so characterized oy our frienlls on the 
thea habil!ty to compensatiOn for all damage .t9 the civilian p_opula· I other side approved the policy of perfidy so proclaimeu by Dem· 
tion or their property wherever and however artsmg, so long a.s 1t .was . ' . · ' . 
the resnlt of Gcnnan aggression. The President's limlt~tion · to 1:esto- ocratlc Senators, a policy declared a.t the outset of the campaign 
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by the candidate of the party whkh, by an oyerwhelming 
majority, was intru ted with the responsibility for goYernment 
at home and our policy abroad. 

'Ve held that grand and solemn refereudum which was sought 
by the then spokesman for the Senator::; ou Cw other si<le of 
the Chamber, with a result known to the world. Thus it is tl1at 
Democratic Senators have attacked the resolution before the 
Senate and the majority here with amiable ,-iolence and per
functory Yehemence. Their ears are deaf to the now faint echoes 
of tho e phrases which we all would forget, which led the world 
to believe that once we were "too proud to fight," that we were 
"not concerned with the causes'' of the European conflict, that 
we would have "peace withput victory"; their ears are thus 
deaf, but they still speak the language of political anachronism, 
the sanguinary speech of Mr. Lloyd-George, when he woul<l 
have hung the Kaiser and squeezed tlle last -drop of blood from . 
tlw eins of the German people. That language is no more con
temporary than tlle speech on the part of the then principal 
spoke man for America, which preceded the utterances of the . 
British prime minister in the khaki campaign. 

I belieYe, sit·, that if you were to study, in the leisure of your 
Sunday afternoon. the speeches which haYe been made on the 
other side, you would be-l was about to say driYen-you would 
~e lulled to the conclusion that they are a compound of contra
diction out of the whole pbarmacopreia paradox. 

They complain-a Senator, whose capacity I so greatly nd
mire complained-because in eight weeks the present adminis
tration has been unable to undo the havoc in our foreign affairs 
wrought during eight years of the preceding administration, 
or to wipe out in that time the humiliation and the loss of caste 
in the world which resulted from the policies which tweceded 
those of the present President. It is argued on the other side 
that the resolution before us is unnecessary. b~cause peace has 
beeu established in law, since it has exi. ted in fact for so long. 
Democratic .Senators hold, on .the other hand, that because we 
have uot made peace, we are responsible for the economic de
pression manifest throughout the world. They would 11ave us 
uelay to negotia-te a peace now, although nearly two years ago 1 

tlle President was insisting, as he spoke in half of.the States of 
the Union, tl)at peace must immediately be ratified, else the 
Union would perish. 

They then point to the great trade with Germany, under 
which we have exported to her as much as we did during the 
In t year preceding the war, as evidence that there is no occa
. ·ion for adopting the resolution before us. 

Next, they condemn us for withholding our economic sup
port from Europe. Indeed, to hear some of our opponents, if 
you were not accustomed to the manners of this Chamber, sir, 
you would be compelled to believe that the United States is re
sponsible for the fall of the price of silYer in the Asiatic mar
kets, for the acrid animosities which have led the Central 
European States to choke railway traffic and commerce by I 
arbitrary decree, even for that strange statesmanship which in j 
Europe to-day would seek to settle the que tion of reparations 
while that of Silesia is still unsettled. 1 

As the Senator from Missouri [:Mr. REED] pointed out, the 
representation of the President's position by one of the opponents 
of this resolution was neither candid nor fair. The President, 
like a very considerable number of Senators on this side of the 
Chamber, \vhile he advocated the reservation of our commercial 
and economic rights by the terms of the peace resolution, was 
unwilling that the resolution should commit us irreYocably to 
a policy on the other Side of the Atlantic. His view has been 1 

justified by the eYent. It was once the fa ·hion in some quar
ters to cry "traitor," or "pro-German," at the public man who 
has ventured to challenge the wisdom of our administration or of 
allied policy on the continent of Europe. Yesterday the Sl::'nator 
from Tennes ee dl::'plored the course which will not join our regi
ments to those of France when they march into the Rubr, if march 
they do. He was willing to accept the decision of the Repara
tions Commission as just, as economic, ns realizable, whatever 
it might actually be. I do not think that the Senator will hold 
that the London proposals for payment of reparations conform 
to the letter with purt 8 of the treaty. If they did, they must 
still be measured not alone by the damage wrought .by Germany 
in the war, nor by the wanton devastation of northern France by 
ruthless German generals, but by the ability of Germany to '! 

pay-that Germany whose frontiers have been narrowed and 
whose resources have been diminished hy the Treaty of Ver
!'<ai11es. 

I had not expected to speak at any. lenq_th of the question of 
reparations-now acute-in connection w1tll the resolution to 
declare the war at an end. The question was rai ed yesterday 
by the Senator from Tennessee. During the fiye ~·ears before 

LXl-- 54 

the outbreak of the war the exports of Germany amounted to 
some . 2,000,000,000 annually, or three hundred million less 
than the sum of her annual imports. It is difficult to establish 
an exact comparison between present values or future values 
and those which obtained before the war, but let us, for argu
ment's sake, assume that in the nea1· future the ag~regate annual 
value of German exports may amount to $4,000,000,000. In 1920 
British exports, exclusiYe of reexports, were worth approxi
mately six billion five hundred million, while·the aggregate of 
American exports for the year was eight billions. 

In the implest term::; ·the fixed indemnity proposed by the 
Paris conference to be paid by Germany was five hundred mil
lion a year for 2 years; an average of a billion a year for 9 
years; an average of a billion and a half a year for 31 years. 

In ·hort, German expo1·ts, competitive with those of America 
th1·oughont the world, must exceed German imports by that 
amount annually. Parenthetically, it may be noted that the 
German proposals submitted to the American State Department 
ugge.s: an aggregate sum not very different from that of the 

fixed total contained in the Paris proposals. 
If the aggregate of German exports amounts to four billions 

annually at current value. as against imports of three billion, 
Germany will be able lluring the first 11 years to make the 
fL':Ced pa:yments proposed, but under the terms of the London 
propo als she is requireu to pay an additional 12-?! per cent tax 
upou the aggregate value of her exports--that is, an additional 
lJalf billion a year-which, again, mark you, must be found in 
the uggregate of German exports-that is, added to them! 
Cons:dering the Yast sums at issue, whatever powe1·s are con
ferrell on the Reparations Commission by article 8 of the treaty, 
the exaction of maximum possible damages for injuries done by 
German arms can not be finally determined until \Ve know what 
are to be the resources, the assets, of the conquered creditor. 
::\Ir. Pre ident, there is none of us who has read the history of 
the early duchies in Silesia, of its occupation and government 
by Polish, Bohemian, Hungarian, Aush·ian, and German mon
archs-there is none of us wl10 has studied the ethnogt·aphic 
and economic charts who would pretend to fot·m a prompt and 
certain jm.lgment as to its dispo ition, bi1t this much any Sen
atoi", unprejudiced, informed, and intelligent, will say, that 
although by force you may compel the acceptance of terms of 
reparation!', their total can not he fL'(ed finally, wisely, and yet 
indl::'pen<lently of the future disposition of the industries and 
resources which cluster about Bre~·dau or are found to the south 
of it . 

The cableu dispatches have it that l\1r. Lloyd-George is held 
back from an il).vasion of the Ruhr by British public opinion, 
while l\f. B1i:md is harried to make the advance by the pres
sure of opinion in the French Chamber. Under the providence 
of God, the Government of the United States is free to exercise 
and to express its judgment upon the wisdom or unwisdom 
of the proposed policy, because the treaty of Versailles fail ed 
of ratification, because we are at liberty to declare the le6al 
end of the "War under the terms of the resolution before us! 

German diplomacy has been lacking in candor and under
standing. If the alliell diplomacy has been uising(muous in pre
tending to settle the Silesian and reparations questions inde
pendently of one another, so al o has been the German diplo
macy in it delays and 'Omissions. Neverti1eless, I hazard the 
conjecture that the immediate occupation of the Ruhr will be 
approved neither b~ official .opinion nor by public opinion in 
America. Since the peace resolution is coming to a vote at the 
pre ent junch1re of affairs in Europe, there have been refer
ences here to the legal precedents for the establishment of 
peace, and c.omplaints that none is found for the presentation 
of this resolution. There is not to-day, there will not be in the 
future, a handful of men outside of the Senate concerned in the 
constitutional metaphysics of making peace thus. We were 
unable to make peace by treaty because of the character of the 
league coYenant and because of the union of that covenant to 
tile treaty of peace. How providential was that failure on ouL· 
part! We remainell free from the entangling league, but more, 
we have withhehl our assent to the settlement comprised in the 
treaties of St. Germain, the Trianon, and Versailll::'s, a settle
ment ·,,hich can not ln~t. because its political terms violate not 
only the political principles for which the war was professed 
to be fought but that supreme political principle of democratic 
national!ty, of national democracy, which has been the dis
turbing and irresistible force in European international politics 
since the beginning of the last century. 

The Senator from Alabama, the great Senator from Alabama, 
I am glad to call him, has wisely said·that the resolution before 
us once adopted the treaties which I have named will not come 
before the Senate for ratification. Their fate "·ill lmve escaped 
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the control of Senators or Secretaries of State. The complexity have said as to what was· the pn.rticular i ·sue involYed in tll 
of amendment·, the number of re ervations neces ary to be campaign, it is \ery clear to my minu that so far ns the voters 
made, the acceptance of them all by all the powers parties to were concerned those from the Democratic Party who voted the 
them, including the former enemy • ' to.tes , the long debate lead- Republican ticket and tho~ e in the Republican Party who voted 
ing intQ the next campaign which woulcl follow their submis- the Republican ticket understood precisely what the~- were vot
sion here, all forbid their reconsideration; but, above all, the ing on, and that is that they were rejecting not only the League 
tide of destiny is carryin~ them by. We are about to take of Nations, but, in so far ·as they understood it, they were re
action which ·will permit us to accredit ambassadors or minis- jecting the Versailles treaty. In other words, both of them 
ters .to central Eui·ope and to receive ministers or ambassadors meant to the ordinary citizen, the layman, the man upon the 
from there, even as the Allies have. .We shall be able to ex- street and in the workshop, an entangling of this Government 
tend credit to sell and to buy as freE-ly as they, while new in the affairs of Europe-that they thoroughly understood, and 
treaties of amity and commerce with the former enemy States against that they arrayed their votes upon the 2d of November. 
are in the making. The negotiation of these treaties, like the They were not supremely concerned about reservations. They 
negotiation of others with the allied States, to facilitate the looked upon them rather as views expressed by international 
protection of the economic rights conveyed to us under the lawyers, the modification of a legal document, concerning which 
Versailles and other treaties, will take time. That can not be matters they were not going to pass nn opinion; but no man 
otherwise. It is for this reason th-at 'iVe must make an end to stood before an audience during the last campaign- and an
the war by declaration, a. declaration which surrenders oo rights nounced his position with reference to being either in favor of 
of the United States to any power. Those Senators who have or opposed to this Government departing from its established 
opposed the resolution ou the ground that it surrenUers com- foreign policy or entangling itself in the affairs of Europe that 
mercial or economic rights know very well that the retention of he did not get a response from the audience which indicated 
German property by our Government under the terms of the precisely how they understood that question. 
resolution, know that the economic dependence of Europe upon The voter does not ordinarily take the time and has not the 
us, \Yhether for new credits or for the refunding of existing opportunity to go into detail , but be grasps easily and firmly 
debts, all afford us advantages under which an informed and the great fundamental, underlying principles of a great ques
prudent administration may negotiate the treaties to recover tion, and upon that understanding he passes his judgment. 
and to secure that which the last administration tried to throw That, in my opinion, was whnt happened on the 2d llay of 
awns. Although we do not become party to the treaties of Ver~ No\ember last. 
sallies, the Trianon, and St. Germain, we shall not shirk. our Be ide that, Mr. President, I think the issue was maue fairlv 
duty; we shall not shrink from the full measure of responsi· plain to the voters of this country by the discussion in th~ 
bility; we shall be free to take that part in the economic recon- campaign. I do not think they were permitted to be in doubt 
struction of Europe which is necessary to the very life of h~r as to what they. were vqting upon. I will trespass upon the 
civilization and the recovery of our own commerce and industry. patience of the Senate long enough to call attention to some o..C 

our obligations in efft>ctlng European tranquility, because of war' s the statements which were made, and which were the turning 
involvements, are not less impelling than our part in the war itself. points in the campaign. The peech of President Harding a t 
• ~ o Helpfulness doeg not mean entanglement, and participation in D 1\1 · s I h b f d t d I ill d · 1 
economic adjustments does not mean sponsorship for treaty commit- es ome • own, as een re erre o, an W rea a smg 
ment, which do not concern us and in which we will have no part. paragrapll from it. Then I want to read the construction which 
• * * We can be helpful because we are moved by no hatreds and the opposition party placed upon it. They did not leave us in a 
harbor no fears. position to construe it ourselves; they said to their 'Voters and 

Aye, and because with peace declared we shall still be free! to their followers, "This is the construction which we, as your 
1\.IJ•. BORAH. Mr. President, it is rather too late in the I leaders of the Democratic Party. place upon the issue: as 

afternoon and Senators are too anx:ious to vote and get away made." 
to enter upon an extended discussion of the many other things President Harding said in llis Des Moines speech: 
which have been discussed under the joint resolution and There is no need of reservations of this character. The obligntiou · 
thinas which miaht be of interest for discussion had we more arc clear enough and specific enough. 
time"' at our dis~sal. That is, the obligations of the treaty. 

As I view the joint re olution it does two things in which I I oppose the proposed Ieaiue .not be!!a_use I _fail to unfierstand what a 
am primarily concerned. First it establishes a technical state former member of the Democratic adminiStration has said we were belng 

. ' "let in for," but because I believe I understand precisely what we nre 
of peace, and, secondly, It undertakes to compound and hold being "let in for." I do not want to clarify these obligations-
the property whi~h w~ ?-ave g~ther~ un?~r the alien custodian That is, the obligations of the treaty or league. 
law for ~uture dispoSition, which dlspOSI~On shall be ~a.de by I want to turn my back on them. It is not interpretation IJut reJec-
treaty Wlth Germany. Thel'e may be a difference of opnnon as tlon that I am seeking. M.y position is that the p1·oposed league strikes 
to just the effect of declaring a technical state of peace when a deadly blow at our constitutional integrity and surrenders to a dan
we have actually been at peace for two years, but I think all gerous extent our independence of action. 
will concede that some advantage is to be derived from it. There ne-ver was any doubt from the tim , of the announce-

! presume that the difference of opinion in this Chamber over ment of that doctrine until the close of the campaign that the 
the feasibility and desirability of the joint resolution arises leader of the Republican Party did not propo e to enter icto 
largely out of our difference of view with reference to the ques- any combination, association, alliance, or league which in any 
tion of what we should have done as to the league and what way compromised or militated against the free exercise of the 
we should do as to the Versailles treaty. I suspect that the absolute sovereignty or independence of the United States; anu, 
discussion is largely colored by our views with reference to as I said a moment ago, that was the one question whicl1 tho 
tho e propositions. people understood and on which they were voting. 

The joint resolution i designed to establish a technical state That speech of the President was construed throughout the 
of peace until we can by treaty settle the matters which are country. by Republican papers and by Democratic papers as an 
yet to be settled by treaty between this Government and Ger- absolute rejection of any league of nations. The New York 
many. Of course, a treaty must come some time, and anything Evening Post of October 8, 1920, snys: 
that we may say in the joint resolution as to our view with At Des Moines last night Senator Harding scrapped the league. 
reference to what that treaty should contain is only suggestive And if there is anyone who bas been sufficiently informed to 
and, of course, in no way binding upon the treaty-making speak without possible error concerning the League of Nations it 
power. is the New York Evening Po t. It continues: 

But I desire to pass by the technical discussion of the joint There are to be no m01·e attempts at clarification; there arc to be no 
re olution to make some obsel'vations upon sotne of the things more attempts at interpretation. It is to be rejection; anu in his heart 

l · h h b t d · 'ti t 't · th ds of hearts Senator HardlnJ; knows that he is rejecting more than the w nc ave een sugges e m 0PP081 on ·o 1 ; m o er wor • league. He is rejecting the association of nations to which he stm 
ratller than discu s the joint resolution, to discuss the discussion professes adherence. Senator Harding has spoken and his message is 
which has been going on. an emphatic · no to the sacrifices and aspirations for which America 

A great deal of time ha I.Jeen taken in attempting to show an entered the war. 
inc-onsistent po~ition with reference to the Republican Party, The Evening Post of October 7, under the h adline •' Senator 
or r<1ther some of its leaders, on the question of the league, Harding definitely reject the League of Nations; declare he 
that their position at this time is inconsistent with positions favors staying out, and accepts the direct i. sue," ay : 
which they hn.ve heretofore occupied, and finally as to what the Senator Harding no longer seeks interpretative r eservation.- !Jut ahso-
last election really determined. There ought not to be any lute repudiation. 
wide divergence of view as to what the election determined; The New York ·world of October • 1920, editorially says: 
nc\ertheles · jt is a source of constant discussion here in the Harding scraps the league. In his speech at Des Moines yesterday 
Cl b R d) f h t ti ul · d' 'd 1 h he deelarecl without qualification or reservation that he favored rejec-

mm er. egur C:' .. s o W a some par c ar m lVl ua W 0 tion of the league covenant. To make his objection still more emphatic. 
mny be a lendel' or near leader in the Republican Party may he declared that the .American troops in the occupied zone of Germany 
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had no business there. There can be no controversy as to the meaning Mr. BORAH. Yes; I know what it was, because he has now 
<Jf these words, "I do not wish to clarify these obligations. I want to scrapped the league. [Laughter.] turn my back on them. It is not interpretation but rejection tha~ I 
am seeking." The Senator is entitled to the credit at last as havmg I said when I arose there might have been differences of 
made himself intelligible. His attitude toward the league is the atti- view among the leaders, but I was undertaking to demonstrate 
tude of JoHNsoN, BoRAH, MosEs, BnANDEGEE, and PENROSE, and all the that the voters understood what they were voting upon,· and bitter enders. 

I have here an article from the World-Herald, which is after all, the Republican Party and the Democratic Party are 
published at Omaha, Nebr., and which has been built up each made up in their strength by tbe opinions of those who do 
through the industry and ability of the able Senator from the voting; that is what constitutes the party and at last shapes 

b 8 the policies. However great a leader may be, he is not the 
Nebraska [Mr. HITCHCOCK]. The World-Herald of Octo er • party, as we have found out. Leaders do not make the issue; 
1920, in an editorial entitled " The issue clearly joined," says: the people make the issue, as the closing days of every cam-

Senator Harding at Des Moines made definite his unqualified oppo- . d' 1 sition to the League of Nations and his determination that un.der hls paign ISC oses. 
leadership, if elected, the United States shall refuse to enter w1th any With reference to the pending resolution, President Harding 
reservations or on any terms whatever. For his frankness he is to was not indefinite upon that question. I think the able Senator 
be commended. Mr. and Mrs. Nebraska, are you a friend of the league from Mississippi will agree with me that, with reference to the with Cox, or are you its foe with Harding? Are you with Cox for its 
acceptance with any reasonable reservations, or with Harding and particular measure which we now have before the Senate, the 
the irreconcilables for its rejection on whatever terms? These ques- Republican candidate for the Presidency was very definite. 
tions you must answer at the ballot box .next mon~h. · He stated in his speech of acceptance that he would be very · 
~e people of Nebraska, after. havmg that Issue pla_ced bef?re j glad, if elected, as soon as a resolution declaring a state of 

them not ~nly by Senator Hardmg b';lt construed by I!S l~ading peace could be declared, to attach his signature to it. That 
Democratic organ, y-oted o~erwhelmmgly ~or the reJectw_n of statement was never modified, so far as I know, in any respect 
any league at all With or ~1thout re.servatw~s. .And the Issue during the entire campaign. He stated also in his address to 
was no better understoo? m Nebr~ska than It w.as u_nderstood Congress a few days ago that a resolution declaratory of a state 
throughout every State m the Umon. It was SlillPlified ~om of peace would receive his approval and his signature. So I do 
time to time by editorials, and the people were not pernntted not think that there is any doubt about what the President's 
to be in doubt upon the subject. view is with reference to this particular joint resolution. 

On October 13 the World-Herald said; But there was another announcement, Mr. President, during 
Senator. Harding. is for:_ staying. out of the league for peace and the closing days of the campaign which, it seems to me, ought 

Gov. Cox Is for gomg i.n. There ts t~e issue in its na~ed simplicity, to be given a great deal of consideration in determining what and the solemn referendum to determme the answer wtll be held <Jn . . 
election day. the real issue was. I refer to an address ISsued by ex-Prestdent 

I read from an editorial in the New York Times of October 10: Wilson upon the 27th day of Octobex: last. . As everyone knows, 
I have not entertained the same VIew With reference to the 
League of Nations that the ex-President has, but I have always 
profoundly respected the unchangeable attitude which he has 
held toward the league after he became its advocate. He was 
not willing to surrender any part or parcel of the instrument 
which he framed, because he had stated that, in his opinion, its 
adoption involved the peace of the world, and viewing it from 
that standpoint we must commend him for the attitude which he 
assumed from the beginning and held to the last in advocacy of 
this proposition. This man, who more than anyone else in the 
world represented the League of Nations and what it stood for, 
stated to the people upon ·the 27th of October that a vote for 
the Republican ticket was a vote against the League of Nations; 
and I doubt not that every citizen of the United States who was 
preparing to vote within a few days afterwards and who had 
an opportunity read and pondered the President's statement. 
So, Mr. President, we need not doubt as to what the judgment 
of the American people was upon this subject upon the 2d of 
November. Moreover, the best evidence of that is found in the 
fact that not only have we formally rejected the League of 
Nations but in practice almost every nation which signed it has 

The Republican candidate has removed all doubt about it; he has 
thrown off all disguise. In his Des Moines speech he has declared him
self to be definitely against the league. 

It then quotes at length his speech. 
Again, on Octobet· 14, the sap1e paper editorially said: 
" I do not want to clarify these obligations," said Senator Harding 

in his Des Moines speech. " I want to turn my back on them. It 
is not interpretation but rejection that I am seeking." Nobody mis
understands that language. So far as the United States is concerned, 
it means the death of the league if Harding is elected. • • • 
Friends of the league who still cling to him evidently believe that, if 
elected, he would still seek to get th€! treaty ratified. That would ex
pose him to the derision and contempt of the Nation, the world, for 
it would sh<-w that he- sought and won the Presidency under false 
pretenses. 

I am not going to take np the time of the Senate by calling 
attention to a great number of other editorials from leading 
papers; but while the campaign was in progress and the voters 
were being appealed to there was not that divergence of view 
as to what Senator Harding meant that there seems to be at 
this time in the Senate Chamber. He was charged with being 
opposed to any association, to any alliance, or to any under
standing, or to any interference in EuropE>an affairs, and upon 
that issue we went to the ballot box upon the 2d of November. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President-
Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. BAR RISON. Does the Senator state that that was the 

position of Senator Harding in the campaign? 
Mr. BORAH. I say that wa~ the charge which was made by 

the Democratic papers, and the issue was made in that way. 
Mr. HARRISON. But did not the Republican candidate for 

the Presidency deny that charge and say that he was for an 
associution or a league? 

Mr. BORAH. · No; I !lo not understand that he said he was 
for a league ; he said he was for an association. · 

Mr. HARRISON. Did not the Republican candiElate for the 
Presidency say that he cared nothing about the name; that it 
might be called by any name desired, but that he was for some 
organization that might preserve the peace of the world? 

Mr. BORAH. I am perfectly aware that Senator Harding 
said he was for an association and he did not care anything 
about the name; but after he had declared that he was against 
any association and any alliance or any league which in any way 
militated against the absolute independence of this Government 
to exercise its own judgment in every crisis, there was very 
little room left for an association, and I was never disturbed 
after that. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator recalls the statement which 
was issued by Candidate Harding at that time, after his speech 
at Des Moines, in which he said he had turned his back upon 
the league, in which he explained that he was for a league, but 
that he was against the particular league as written in the 
Versailles treaty. Does the Senator remember that? 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; I recall that statement. 
Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator now know what was the 

correct position of Candidate Harding during the campaign? 

rejected it. • 
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 

question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. STANFIELD in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. BORAH. I yield. 
Mr. POMERENE. The Senator has just stated that we have 

rejected the Versailles treaty. Of course that happened \Vhen 
we refused to ratify it. Now, having rejected it, what is the 
legal effect of the reservation contained in the pending joint 
resolution of the rights and privileges prescribed and set forth 
in the League of Nations? In other words, does it have any 
other effect than simply to serve notice upon Germany as to 
what we are going to expect when it comes to the negotiation 
of the terms of peace in a treaty of peace? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I think that is one of the effects 
of it. I think another effect is that it compounds this property 
and holds it and fixes the 1~ules and the laws which govern this 
property until it is disposed of by treaty. 

Mr. POMERENE. It is already compounded, so far as that 
is concerned. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not know about that. That js where the 
difficulty arises, anll that is the difference of opinion which 
exists between the very able Senator and me. We passed a 
declaration of war, and then, by virtue of the fact that we ,.,.-ere 
in a state of war, we passed the alien property custodian law, 
and under that law certain things were done. Now, if we should 
simply repeal the declaration of war and say nothing in the act 
of repeai as to the status of that property which we took pos
session of solely by reason of the fact that we were in a 8tate 
of war, I am not by any means clear that we would compound 
it or hold it as it should be held under thnt lnw. 'Ve h:Hl no 
right to do what we did under the alien propE>rty custodian 
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law except by reason of the fact that we were in a state of war. 
If we pass out of that state .of \vn.r without preserving that 
pl'Oll rty and ·ompounding it, it is a very serious legal pr.opo
sition, which ought not to be thrown into tllis proposition at 
all, as to what becomes of it. We can avoid that by doing what 
we do here as a matter of abundant precaution, and, in my 
judgment, that i;, all there is to it. 

Ur. PO .. IER~ 'E. I am quite sure we can do that if Ger
many agrees t o it, but until Germany agrees to it, it is simply 
a naked propo ition. 

Mr. BORAH. No, M1·. Pre ident; I think upon reflection the 
Senator will not deem himself bound by that statement. We are 
:fixing the statu. of property which is in this country, under our 
control and wHhln our jurisdiction. and Germany has nothing at 
all to say about H. When we come to make a treaty with Ger
many the matt r can be settled in that way, but o far as our 
right is concerned to deal with this property and stamp it with 
a c"rtain tattlA during the time we have jurisdiction of it, Ger
man~· has notlling to say about it, and her objection would avail 
nothing. 

Mr. JO .... -Es o f New l\Ie.xieo. :\Jr. President--
The PRESIDIXG OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yiel<l to the Senator from New Me::tico'? 
Mr. BORAH. I yield. 
Mr . .JOi'-.""ES of :rew Mexico. I should like to inquire whether 

that part of t bi joint resolution could not just as wen be passed 
next week or next month, and be jnst as effective as if included 
in this joint resolution? In other words, does the fact that it is 
connected with the declaration that the war is at an -end have 
anytlling to -do with it:! effieacy? 

1\fr. BORAH. As I ha\e just said, if it be true that we could 
deal with this property only by reason of the fact that we were 
in a state of war, I sh-011ld think the orderly procedure would be 
to fu its status at the time w: pa ed .out of a state of war, and 
it was for that rea on that they were both incorporated in this 
joint resolution. 

Now, l\Ir. President, just a word upon another feature of 
tllis <liscu sion. 

I aid that not only has the United States rejected the league 
and failed to ratify the treaty, but almost every country which 
became a party to the Ver allies treaty has either disregarded 
it or has rejected it in practice. A great deal has been said h~re 
about the fact tbat we ought to become parties to or ratify the 
Vernailles treaty. Wb.y, my fr-iends, there is nothing in Europe 
that i more universally disregarded and despised to-night than 
the Versaille treaty. 

Le me read what the premier of th'e Freneh Republic said 
about it only a da-y or two ago in the assembly: 

I llR ve something to say about the tre:nty, for I can not permit the 
country and Parliament to eontinue in the way of illusion and errors. 
The treaty of Versailles is ideally perfect. We con find anything we 
want in tbat treaty. It has but one fault. Like the celebrated mare 
of Roland it is not living. In o-rder that it may live there is a piece of 
mechanism which must work. But ,this piece of mechanism is a dead 
letter, be'Cause it does not work. 1 refer to the reparation commission. 

There is only one country in the world where the Versailles 
treaty has any friends, and that is the country in which it has 
ne\er been permitted to operate. The only place where it is 
defended is in the Senate of the United States, and we are 
defending it becau e we have not sufficiently studied the baneful 
influence it bas had upon the European Continent. 

Briand further says : 
T.His commission should fix the total of Germany's debt. Then it 

should record and accept payments by Germany. This commission has 
something to do w-ith nearly -every bit of the treaty. Eut for the last 
year there has lleen no accord in the commission. It has not even been 
able to a.,gree on the amount -of damage . 

The only treaty we have is in accord with our allies. I have thought 
it essential to maintain this accord, and therefore I submitted to the 
reduction of our claims. I could. lm"\'"e ended the conference in discord, 
but it ended in accord. 

The only trentr which we have under which to a-ct! 
Under what authority are the troops in Germany at this time? 

Let some Senator who believes in th-e Ver ailles treaty point 
me to the provision which authorizes them to send troops into 
Germany under present conditions. They are in Germany at 
this time becau. e the prime ministers, Briand and Lloyd-George, 
agreed amon" themselves~not the reparations commission but 
the two prime ministers agreed-what Germany should pay, 
and that agreement was not in accord with but in disregard of 
tlle terms of tlle Versailles treaty; and they are -entering Ger
man. · nt thi time not to collect an amount fixed by the repara
tions commi sion but to collect an amount fixed by a commission 
unknown to the treaty, to wit, the supreme council. It may be 
that they are acting the best they can under the circumstances. 
I only call -our attention to the fact that while we eulogize the 
Ver;:;nilles treaty it is being utterly disregarded by those who 
hay~ . igned it and are bound by it. 

I ask permi ·sian to insert in the REconn some further views 
from publicists and writers in Europe upon the Versailles 
treaty and its abnndon.ment and di regard by the nations which 
are the signers of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follow ~ 
[London Daily News, Oct. 30, 1920-~. G. Gardiner.] 

Tbe lettet· is addressed to ex-President Poineare. In it arc founit 
these statements : 

That if the policy of France since the armistice is pm·sued it " can 
not fail to bring om: country into grave collision." 

It then refers to the fierce attacks of the French pre-ss on England. 
It declares that one of the reasons for this attack is because En"'land 

refused to apply private property of Germans in England to the repara
tion clause of the treaty. He then says: 

"When the war ended in the victory of tb.c Allies, two paths were 
before us. Throughout 1917 and 1918 Pr~idwt Wilson had p-ro
claimed as the object of the Allies the destruction of the institution of 
war, with its corollaries of armed alliances, secret diplomacy and 
competitive armaments, and the substitution of a new world 'order 
based on cooperative purpose. The r ign of force was to give place to 
the reign o( law, underwritten by the guarantee of all the nations. It 
was upon thesa terms, implicit in the armisti~ conditions that Germanv 
surrentlered and hostilities ceased. It seemed at that moment that the 

·world bad at last turned into a new path. '.ro-dny we are disillusioned. 
At the end <>f two ye:m; of peace, we are b.ack in the old path. The 
Paris policy fo-r which you. pt!rhapsr......more than any single person are 
responsible, has triumphed over the wa hin~on ooUcy. "' "' "' 'The 
main purpose of that policy has been simple. It is the political and 
economic destruction of Ger·m:my.- Over the whole field of Europe you 
have pursued this purpose with a skill, nn audacitv, and an energy 
as brilliant as they ru:e sini:iter and shortsi"'hted. On the ne hand 
Germany is kept unde:r the menace of an unlimited ind mity which 
~kes her finan.cial rec~very practically impossible. On the other. sbc 
18 threatened w1th dcpnvation of the sources of economic power hi<:h 
would enable her to make the reasonable reparation tlla t justice de
mands. Of .her three coal fields, one has been taken. In tbc case or 
that of Upper Silesia your military agents axe working ceaselessly to 
get it transferred to Pola.nd. In the case of the third, that of the 
Ruhr, your opetJly confessed policy is to occupy lt with your annie 
and to use it as an instrument f~r the political dismemberment of 
Germany by the secession of a outb German confederation under 
French patronage • "' • It was to promote this scheme that yon 
sent the black troops to Frankfort It is the occupation of the Rnhr 
whlch is insisted on as the penalty for any breacb. however unavoidable, 
of the conditions laid down in rt!gard to disarmament and the tribute of 
coal to France. The German populations of the old Austrian Empire are 
cut into fragments and doomed to hnpoveri ·hment and oppre ion to 
prevent the union they de irP. with the people of their own language 
and rae~. Concurrently with this purpose of keep~~ Geru:u:my down 
by force, you are building up what the New Repubuc has eailed the 
most daring scheme of imperialism since Pan Gennanism was at its 
zenith. The Continent ls strewn with your military alliances and 
swarms witb your military missions. It is French policy which has 
encouraged the Poles in a. frantic imperialism which bas ruined the 
prospects ot that unfortunate country. It is French policy which sus
tain Wrangel and makes peace with Russia impossible. The "'reat 
armament works of Skoda are in French control. Hungary is an 
outpost of your military sy tern and is left with an army of 350.000 
men, whlle Anstria is redu-ced to 30,080. -nnd the force of the whole 
German Empire is to be reduced to 100,000. Your treaty with Belgium, 
which you have decjined to register with the League of Nations. con
v-erts that country into omething n. little different from a French 
protectorate. '!'he frankly a:lmitted purpose is to ol}en up the Scheidt. 
The opening up of the Scheidt would make Antwerp a. potential navul 
base. "' "' "' Toward Germany yon remain irreconcilably vindictive, 
coupling in lstence on the whole treaty Qf Versailles, which the con
science of the world has repudiated, with the threat to occupy the Rnhr 
coal field, on which the economic life of Germany depends. Toward the 
Rus ian people France r emains the cruelest of enemies, prepar d to 
subsidize civil war, to institute macenary armies, and to maintain the 
blockade, which in its reactions is a blockade o1 thi-s eou:ntry as well as 
of Russin.. 

[Contemporary Review, NoTemb r , 1920, p. G20--by Huddleston.] 
Before tbe wru· th-ere were 2G Sta~s in Europe. T~-<day there m~ 5. 

* "' • Tlle making of new States certainly does not encour ge pence_ 
Reports recently prepared for the American Government show that 9 
active wars are now in progress. 19 international fronts are strongly 
held for fear of attack, 4 frontiers are acutely sensitive, while civil 
war exists, or is likely to exist., in 7 countrie . Everybody is arm
ing; every n.ation has tremendou ly increased its expenditure on 
nrmi s and armament. P-ence has been sign~d. but -thie i the most 
:r-elatlv~ kind of peace that Europe has ever know:n.. The geogravhical 
arrangements ot the map-making statesmen have produced the most 
unstable situation that could possibly have been imagined. 

In the meantime, disregarding the cov nant of the League of Nation , 
repudiating its spirit as wen as ignoring its letter, occult alliance are 
being made, seeret engagements are b ing entered iot()_ The old diplo
matic game begins anew. 

The immediate cause of the founding of the little entente between 
th~ Cz ~hoslovakia, Jugoslavia, and Rumania is preeisely the realiza
tion by these powers thai: secret bargain-s are being made against them. 
subterranean negotiations a.re taking place.. the cynical • acrifi~es or 
friends to former enemies is a favorite device of the great powers, and 
if they are to live at all within tbe limits assigned them by th~ peace 
conference they must unite for· their common protection. 

Now, i:nstead of the League of Nations which was p.l'Qposed being an 
effective lea.,..,"'Ue, the greater part of Europe is l('ft outsid~ the lea:roe. 
and the smaller powers whieh are nominally in the league are in reality 
arranging themselves in groups in accordance with their eonflictlng 
an.d entangling interests, while we are totally ignorant of the attitude 
the Russia of to-morrow and the Germ:ury of to-morrow will take u.p. 

It is certain that Austria can not live by itself. The bi~est 
blunder that was ma-de by the peacemak rs in Paris last year was to 
set up this absurdly incompetent and isolated State. It simply can not 
live, and every statesman worthy of the name recognizes this fact. 
Now, ac-cording to the t-reaties. Au tria may not attaeb herself to 
Germany. 
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When all is said and done. however, in the confusion and complexity 

in which the affairs of middle Europe were left by the treaty malrers, 
in the uncertainty of frontiers, the economic disorder, the enigmatic 
political relations, the conflict of the respective designs of the great 
powers, the projected formation of the little entente came as the 
promise of the beginning of stabilization. * • * The truth is 
that we have all played the game of diamond cut diamond. We have 
all been seeldng special advantages in middle Europe. We have all 
been tt·eating the smaller States as pawns on a pet·ilous chessboard. 
Then• has been, and is, a great struggle going on for the control of 
these little peoples. We ha>e been seeking to fasten upon them eco
nomic and political shackles. That we have not succeeded better is 
due to our fundamental (lisagreement. • • • The little entente was 
born out of fear. 

:Mr. BORAH. What has the Versailles treaty accomplished, 
1\fr. President? I am perfectly aware that not only able Sena
tors upon the other side but able men within my own party are 
ad\ocating our ratification of the Versailles treaty. I have 
always thought that the League of Nations was a very bad in
strument, menacing in every respect to this country; but I 
have not a particle of doubt that as between the two instru
ments it would be infinitely better for ill! to be in the League 
of Nations than to be a party to the Versailles treaty, assum
ing that the instruments could be separated. 

The Versailles treaty has reduced Europe to a state of chaos 
and chronic revolution. Hundreds and thousands and millions 
of people have been hungered and made destitute or turned 
upon the streets to die by reason of the impossible terms of the 
Versailles treaty; and Europe will never regain its equilibrium 
or its poise or its economic composure until the Versailles treaty 
is either abandoned completely and absolutely, or else is re
>ised to such an extent as to make it a new instrument.base.d 
upon new principles. 

Let me read you the words of a distinguished writer, L. P. 
.Jacks, known to all publicists, who writes in the publication 
known as Land and Water, published in London. He says: 

Taking a broad survey of the international situation, as it exlsts at 
the present moment, we observe that a confused and highly dangerous 
struggle is g()ing on between two inconsistent principles, between two 
opposing groups of force . On the one hand are the forces which ariSe 
from the determination of every nation to assert its political inde
pendence, its sovereign right to be master in its own house. On _the 1 other hand are the forces, equally insistent, which arise from the 
economic interdependence of all the nations of the world. Politically 
every nation claims to be master in its own house. Economically no 
nation is or can be master in its own house; its fortunes are implieated 
with the fortunes of all the rest. How can a uroup of nations which 
are economically dependent on one another-dependent, that is. for 
their daily bread-be at the same time politically independent of one 
another? How, at one and the same time. can the industry of the 
world be conducted as a partnership (which it plainly is) while the 
politics of the world are conducted as independent businesses, governed 
by the sovereign rights of the various nations concerned? This simple 
<}Uestion covers the whole mass of international problems which now 
confront us. The political and the economic forces are in conflict. 
The · crying need of the world to be governt>d on the lines of economic 
wisdom is being thwarted by the determination of the powers that be 
to govern it on lhe lines of a foreign policy which is a hundred years 
out of date. On the issue of that conflict the fate of industrial civili
zation depends. Reduced to its simplest terms it is a struggle between 
the flag and the loaf. There is not a doubt that the loaf will ulti
mately win. But unless- the rulers of this world are wise in their day 
and generation immense suffering will have to be endured in the mean
time. 

When once we have grasped what is involved in the industrial con
stitution of modern society, the truth that stands out in clear promi
nence is this: That the economic interests of mankind have now won 
the primacy over their political interests. There was a time when 
this was not so. Before the industrial revolution it might fairly be 
contended that the political relationships between the States ot the 
world were more important than their economic relationships. Com
pared with the present state of things each nation was then, relatively, 
self-contained and industrially independent of the others. Slnce then 
the fortunes of the nations have become interlocked on economic 
ground. The eil'ect of this process of interloddng, which has been 
extrao1dinari1y rapid, bas been to create for them all a common 
economic intE-rest and to increase tbe importance of the economic fac
tor in international a.tiairs until it has outstripped the importance of 
the political. 

It follows that any right solution of the international problem, as it 
e>.'ists to-day, is bound to begin from the economic end. To erect 
political order on economic chaos is impossible. If you begin by draw
ing strategic frontiers, by adjusting a balance of power, by making 
maps to suit the nationalist ambitions of a score of States, by giving 
to each of them what the traditions of its flag demand, you will find 
at every step that you are running across the path of great economic 
forces which will sweep these political arrangements away as soon as 
you have completed them or possibly while they are only half com
plete. The economic needs of the peoples can no longer be forced to 
dance attendance on the kind . of "foreign policy "-the only kind 
which the statesmen of Europe seem to be acquainted with-whose first 
object is to maintain the territorial status, the political power. the 
military prestige, the nationalist pride of the various nations it claims 
to represent. The world where this sort of thing was possible ha.s 
ceased to exist and a new world, in which the relative importance of 
the political and economic factors i reversed, bas come into being. I 

· do not mean that the occupation of the statesman is gone. On the 
contrary, he bas, if he would only read the si~s of the times, a larger 
and more promising occupation than any wh1ch has fallen to the lot 
of his predecessors. He is dealing with a world the parts of which 
have become economically ·o interlocked that by no possibillty can he 
treat it as a collection of kingdmns and empires, each of which is en
titled to play its own political game, under the shallow formula of 
self-determination, irrespective of whether or not it is playing ducks 

and drakes with economic realities. His business is to make his 
"I~licy " conform to this salient fact im:tead of trying as heretofore 
to make the fact conform to his ··policy." 

As Mr. Keynes bas pointed out, H wa the misiortune, nay, the 
trageay, of the Paris conference that. collectively, it failed to undeT
stand the supremacy of the economic fa<:tor in the life of modern civili
zation. Whether one considers the treaty as a whole or in part~ tae 
impression received at every point is that economic realities have been 
sacrlficed to political considerations. What most impresses the impar
tial student of the treaty is not its -.iolations of inte1·national mot·ality 
(though these are evident enough) but its violations of economic law. 
:By t.he amount !l.D.d form of the indemnities impo ed on the Central 
Empt.r.es, by the powers intrusted to the reparation commission, bJ" 
the breaking up of territorial areas whlch are industrial unHs it fir¢ 
creates economic chaos and then, by setting up a League of Xation;:o 
proposes to establish political order on the chaos thus created. Its 
fundamental vice lies precisely in this, that it tackles the problem from 
the wrong end, putting first what ought to be second and second wha.t 
ought to be first. 

The constitution of the league itself does little more than perpetuate 
this fat..'l.l inversion. The form in which it bas been de'rised makes it 
inevitable that the machinery of the league will fall into the hands or 
the old politi{!al gangs and provide them with a new playground and a 
n.ew game ; indeed, the process is going on under our very eyes. When 
Napoleon surveyed the field of Waterloo be remarked to Soult, " Quet: 
joli ecbiquier!" (What a pretty chessboard!) One need not be a 
cynic to apply the same description to the League of Nations as it now 
exists. It- is true the disposition of the pieces has been altered a.nd ne 
rules laid down for keeping order among the spectators, but the sinister 
fact is that the old players are still seated on either side of the board. 
an-d the old backers, in the press and elsewhere, still urging them on te 
play the old game. That these men will continue to do so, in obedience 
to habits of mind which dominate them all, is a danger greatly to be 
feared. "Political considerations," "reasons of foreign policy" will 
as before, dominate the feast, and economic nece sities will have to b~ 
satisfied with the crumbs that fall from their table. On these terms the 
peace and prosperity of the world will remain in jeopardy in spite ot 
the league, or perhaps in consequence of it. ' 

In answer to all this I shall be told that the League of Nations is 
giving close attention to economic problems and that an international 
commission, under the auspices of the league, is being set on foot. But 
this only serves to bring into greater prominence the very danger ot 
which I am speaking. If some of the findings of this commiss-ion should 
happen to b.e of a kind to get the prime ministers who adopt them intG 
trouble with their political parties, if they should happen to conflict as 
unquestionably they will, with the supposed interests of some national 
flag, red, white, blue, black., yellow, or star-spangled, as the case may 
be1 what is then· chance of being accepted? The Paris conference was 
ah:ended by a crowd of economists and, then as now, " close attention .. 
was given to economic problems. The economists gave the politicians 
some excellent advice. It was not taken. It was overridden at eaclJ. 
essential point by the blind determination of the peacemakers to recon
struct Europe on purely political lines. Is this to be repeated? Accord
ing to present indications there is every reason to believe it will be. 
Only the other day the supreme council put out its manifesto on the 
economic condition of the world. It is known that this document ·in it;; 
original form contained a proposal for an international loan to the 
Uank:rupt States of central Europe. On economic grounds it was an 
eminently reasonable proposal. But it did not accord with the political 
aims <?f the French f~re~gn office, and it was immediately dropped. 
What 1s to prevent a s1m1lar fate overtaking the findings of the inter
national commission! 

If civilization is to be saved from an irreparable disaster this kind 
of thing must stop, and stop at once. Europe is on the verge of bank
ruptcy. Unless the crash is averted-and it can be by prompt action
nothing that diplomacy can accomplish, nothing that Machiavellian 
arts can contri.ve, will be of the least a-vail. and ~o merely p<>litical 
League of Natwns will be worth the paper on which it is described. 
Whatever measures, tin~ncial or economi-c, may be necessary to prevent 
this dangerous situation developing to its fatal issue, those measures 
must be taken irrespective of whether or no they run counter to the 
nationalist pride, the imperial self-interest, the military ambitions of 
on(' or other of the nations concernE-d. · 

The outstanding need of this perilous moment is that the great 
nations should act together on economic ground for the purpose of 
averting a disaster that threatens to involve them all. It is not Ger
many alone, but the whole of Europe, t.rt!ated as an economic unit, that 
has to be kept on its feet. Whatever be the right means of doing this. 
and science is able to state what they are, they must be taken without 
delay. Let us suppose, for the sake of argument that the proposals 
of Mr. Keynes, or the more limited scheme of .Sir George Paish, or any 
other that expert skill may devise, provides what is required. It must 
be adopted on its merits. It must not be spoilt nor set aside, as all 
such schemes have been hitherto-at the Paris conference, for ex
ample--by considerations of "high policy." '"'High poli"CY" must ac
commodate itself to the economic reality, not vice versa. The alterna
tive is ruin. 

This is tantamount to say,ing that a new type of statesmanship is 
imperatively demanded for dealing with th-e perils of the present 
international situation. If the statesmen of the old order can adapt 
their minds (I say nothing of tb('ir hearts) to the new conditions. 
if they can be persuaded to put their joli eclliquier on the .fireback and 
take sound science instead of " diplomacy" for their guide-so much 
the better. If not we must look elsewhere--to the bankers, the 
actuaries, the financial experts, the econ{)m..iBts, the men of business, 
the skilled trustees of labor and trnde. Frem the point of view of 
science, the only vit>w which a wise man will take in th-e present 
crisis, the problem now before the nations is a " business " problem first, 
and a political problem last. The public must be brought round to the 
supreme necessity of giving it to men competent to deal with it. 

Unless the League of Nations can get to work immediately on 
economic ground, without being forced. at every step, to yield to the 
inconsistent demands of this or the other " foreign policy:· I confess 
that my faith in its usefulness \!Omes near to vanishing point. Its 
id('al aims, which I honor, are of no value. unless they are combined 
with businesslike method, and in this case businesslike method, I would 

~ffe~tto ~!c~:s~~fala~~t~0~fpe~~~;;.1ie p~~~ ~~~~~et ~~~ f~~~~~ 
immense services to mankind. Its first task is- to Ci.>ncert common 
measures for saving a civilization in eeonQmic ilistress. Not until that 
is accomplished may it go on to lay the found.ations of wo~i-wide peace 
and prosperity. 



854 CONGRESSION .AI_j RECOR.D-SEN ... 4.TE. APRIL 30, 

I quote from another writer who holds diametrically opposite 
view· to the writer whom I have just quoted, but both of whom 
agree a · to the effect of the Versailles treaty upon Europe. He 
says: 

The peace treaties mane a European system which could be con
trollell , if at all, only by a great military alliance, vigilant, permanent, 
unitell, and indefatigable. In the world made by these treaties a 
league of nations can have no moral reality and only the most modest 
of functions. The need for force in the relationship of peoples is in 
inver e ratio to their contentment. Where there are unsatisfied am
bitions, there will be armaments. When half a continent feels that 
the terms dictated to it are not merely an offense to its self-respect, 
b1l!; are barely compatible with its physical survival, it is plain that 
tlle settlement can in the long run be enforced only by maintaining 
in the hands of the victors an irresistible police. These treaties, how
ever, are so packed with flagrant injustice, so plainly dictated by 
strategical ambition and economic greed that they can evoke no more 
assent. More fatal by far than their remoteness from the moral stand
ards professed by the victors is their disastrous economic effect. Hal! 
a continent has been deprived of hope, resources, ambition, and the 
possibility of work, and confronted with the prospect that it will either 
fail to maintain its population on the civilized level of comfort, or else 
acquiesce for generations in de>otin~ all the energy that can be 
spared from the struggle to win its dally bread, to the task of pouring 
wealth into the coffers of its conquerors. Treaties which make an im
pression that is .felt in every home, at every family meal, in every 
school, which reduce millions of men to helpless penury and degradation, 
can be maintained, if at all, only by overwhelming force. It is idle. 
while the treaties are maintained, to talk of substituting a league of 
nations for the alliance of the victors. No league in which neutrals 
and the vanquished were fairly represented could or would consent to 
enforce these treaties. The only power which can or wiJl enforce them 
is an irresistible military alliance of governments which believe that 
they have an interest in maintaining them. 

Au tin Harrison, writing in his English Review. concerning 
the Versailles treaty, says: 

Yet we can only help France if France helps herself; that is, France 
must return to sanity. She must understand quickly now that eco
nomics control, not " frnits " or pompadours. Will she try to uphold 
the Clemenceau treaty? Or, realizing that the treaty means European 
chaos, economic decay, and finally complete breakdown, i.n which France 
inevitably will be involved-we can not help her and America will no 
longer underwrite-will she remember her own great heart, true to her 
own great Teason, and with that fervor that is her glory, will she cry 
to blePding Europe, "Debout les morts" (lay out the dead). in the 
words of her own soldier? It is just possible that such a spirit might 
save France and Europe, but France can not be saved unless Europe 
is also saved, and if the French fail to grasp the truth of war, which 
is that only economics control, she will go down in turmoil and revolu
tion, crushed in her own insen ate havoc. • • • What the "big" 
three have left us with is a· European situation very much like that 
which faced Loui XVI. the heir to "the deluge," only the incidence is 
universal. • • • There are two immediate steps to be taken. First, 
we ought to make peace with Russia; secondly, we ought, with France, 
to make up our minds to call a new peace conference and begin all over 
again. 

'rake as an illustration of how the terms of this treaty has 
ruined a whole people, Mr. President, the present situation in 
Hungary. Without expre sing myself upon the question, I read 
to you what 1\fr. Bryce, well known to the American public, 
says in regard to it. Speaking of the effect of the Versailles 
treaty upon Hun~ary, he said : 

I need not repeat what has been said by my noble friend about the 
effect which th(' treaty would have upon the future of Hungary. It 
\vill reduce the Hungadan State to one-third of its former dimensions. 
It will subject at least three and a quarter millions of Magyars, 
speaking the Magyar language and inhE:riting the glorious traditions 
of the l\Iagyar people, to alien rule, to which they have the strongest 
po sible objection. 

It will also ruin thP economic ~ohesion of Hungary, deprive her of 
all her forests. her mines, and per industries, and it will leave her a 
mere fmction of her former population, in a purely agricultural area, 
without that variety of industries nnd sources of wealth which .a ~reat 
people ought to enjoy. It will break up her system of communications, 
transfer some of her trunk linP.s of railways and many of the most 
important- railway junctions to alien States, and destroy the commercial 
relations which shE> has hn.d with large parts of her former territory. 

• • • • • • • 
Take, for instance, the economic losses which Hungary will suffer. 

Under the treaty Hungary is going to lose 57 per cf:nt of its arable 
area. 65 per cent of its stocks of cattle, 56 per cent of its horse pro
duction, 'lv per cent of its sheep, 85 per cent of its forests, the whole 
of its salt mines and nearly the whole of "its mining area, and 65 per 
cent of its railways, including the most important railway junctions. 
And on the top of all this it is also going to lose the control of the water
ways, upon whirh the prosperity of the country almost entirely de
pends. It therefore look., without exaggeration, as if the country 
<·conom irally will be un:-tble to exjst. But the worst feature in all this 
is th£' fact that something like three and a half millions of Magyars 
and something like 1 ,500,000 German-speaking Hungarians are to be 
transferred like so many animals from -one country to anoth~. 

I read from a news dispatch from Budapest, which tells its 
own ~ad tale: 

5,300 SUICIDES IN 1920 ALARM HUNGAI!Y ; 10,000 OTHERS FAIL. 

Thirty-two hundred women and 2,100 men committed suicide in 
Hungary during 1920, police reports tor the year show. In addition, 
ther~ were more than 10,000 unsuccessful attempts at suicide. 

'l'he tremendous increase is causing much worry here. inasmuch as 
the prewar figures were from 50 to 60 suicides yearly. The situation is 
attributed to the gradual deterioration in living conditions and the fact 
that the war had the efl:'ect of making human life much cheaper. 

Government, society, and church circles, realizing the grave danger 
to the country. have begun a campaign against self-destruction. Ser
mon · on the subject are being preached in all the churches and a special 

police force has been organized to keep strict ·watch and prevent sui
cides. In a numl>et· of cases where the police intervened in time the 
persons attempting suicide protested against what they tet·med the 
tyrannous oppression of the authoritie . 

Take Austria. Austria was isolated, cut off from all source 
of raw material, forbidden to trade with Germany, and unable to 
trade with the adjoining countries because of antipathies exist
ing. The result has been tb,at Austria has been forced into a 
state of bankruptcy. She has given up, surrendered herself and 
asked for a receivership. Is that by reason of the fact that the 
United States did not join in the Versailles treaty? It wn.s by 
reason of the fact that there were corralled or impounded about 
6,000,000 people in a country of small area, without any re
sources of any kind upon the face of the earth by means of 
which they could live. 

Permit me to say here, in passing, that I understand that thi 
was all in opposition to the view of the American delegates and 
I am proud of the fact that it was. ' 

I read an article from a former editor of the Vienna Frem
denblatt, in which he said: 

_The Vienna reparations commission has as many sections as com1-
tries are represented by them. They took up their quarters in thE: 
former war office and h~ve taken more than 300 rooms for their uEte. 
All th~se rooms were SUitably and comfot·tably furnished anll yet thcv 
had to be fitted out anew with furniture, carpets, and chandeliet·s. • 

COST AUSTRIANS 500,000,000 KROXE •. 

More than 300 persons are in the direct employ of the commi ion

Administering the affairs of destitute and prostrate Au tria. 
'Vbere peopl€' were starving, dying upon the streets, they re
quired 300 employees in that wing of the reparation comrni 
sion to administer-to their funerals, I suppos€'. 

Mr. REED. On their estates. 
Mr. BORAH. This editor continues: 
There is also a representative of Greece, although there wa no war 

between that country and Austt·ia. Every section has a manager with 
a salary of 100,000 gold crowns per year, i. e., more than 6 000 000 
kronen ; his substitute gets 50,000, llis secretary 40,000 gold 'cro"'ns 
Each of the stenographers, typists, and auxiliaries gets at least 25 000 
crowns monthly. The finance ·and judicial expet·ts of the commi ~ion 
have an annual income of about 4,000,000 crowns each. (The value of 
the Austrian krone is 20.3 cents.) 

There are three subexperts on finances, each with a salary of 
2,000,000 kronen, approximately; also ~:pedal experts for industry. 
trade, traffic, agriculture, food, each ~btaining a salary of almo~t 
2,500,000 kronen per year, and each agam has substitutes, secretaries 
stenographers, typists. ' 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator certainly i in error when 
he says the value ·of the krone is 20 cents. It i les than 
1 cent. 

1\fr. SMOOT. This is the gold krone .. 
Mr. BORAH. I am reading from thi article, and I su pect 

this gentleman knows, as he is an Ausb.·ian, and he was ther . 
l\1r. HITCHCOCK. The figures the Senator i reading a · to 

salarie · are undoubtedly in the pre&ent depreciated Austrian 
money, which is almost 'valueless and is handed around in bales 
of paper. It is almost necessary to have a· basket to carry i t. 

hlr. BORAH. The gentlemen on this commi sion woul(l not 
take any of the basket money ; you need not be uneasy about 
that. They do not have to take it: This article continue : 

Adding light, fire, motor cars to all this, the expenditures for the 
commission are not less than 500,000,000 kronen, which at·e taken 
from the pockets of the Austrians. poor as church mice and dying of 
hunger. To show what this really means it must be stated that the 
annual deficit of this country amounts to 29,000,000,000 kronen. 

Not long ago the Allies allotted to Austria four river torpedo boats 
for service on the Danube, which is all that is left to Austria of the 
big Austro-Hungarian fleet. Not less than five admirals of the Entente 
are appointed to exercise a control over this fleet of four unit ·. Each 
of them is to receive a monthly salary of £1,000 sterling. 

This is the Yersailles treaty, Mr. President, which we arc 
asked to become a member of, disregarded by France and di -
regarded by England because they say it is unworkable, impos
sible of execution, pauperizing Hungary, pauperizing Austria, 
and reducing Europe to a state of chronic revolution. It rest · 
like a blight upon all Europe. Millions of people to-night pray 
for its utter abandonment. It is enforced only where it help~ 
and disregarded where it hurts. In thi way it i forcing all 
Europe into helpless barbari m. If the United States enter 
tbat simoon of misery and ruin, we will hare in it <li n trous 
effects. 

Let me quote further in regard to Austria. 
Mr. Huddleston, in the Contemporary Re>iew, a London pub

lication, writing upon this subject of the treaty and .A;u trin, 
says: 

It is certain that Austria can not live by itself. The biggest blunder 
that was made by the peacemakers in Paris last year was to set up this 
absurdly incompetent and isolated State. It simply can not live. anrt 
every statesman worthy of the name recognizes this fact. Now, accor·d
ing to tpe treaties, Austria may not attach herself to Germany. 
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In the a me lle\iew iN found an article by Mr. Loch, ~ho 

says: 
By the treaty of l::lt. Germain a State has certainly been constituted 

which is totally incapable of being self-supporting. As the traveler 
passes along the railway on hls way to Vienna one of tbe most striking 
things that he notices ls the absence of trains otber than his own. At 
railway stations, which in former times were crowded with tourists 
and others, there is an almost uncanny calm. Grass grows between 
the lines; platforms and waiting rooms are deserted. 

1\lr. Bass, in his book, lately out, entitled " The Peace Tan
gle," says: 

These ob ervations have led me to the conclusion that the execution 
of the treaties of peace in their present form will lead not only to 
the permanent economic decadence of Europe but to future wars. As 
I write, almost two years after the signing of the armistice, the front 
page of my morning paper is covered with the news of many wars in 
operation and in preparation. All of these conflicts may be traced 
to the aftereffects of the Great War, and more especially to the work 
of the Paris peace conference in drafting terms of peace for the world. 

There is no one now attempting to execute the Ver allies 
treaty save where it seems advantageous to those who haYe the 
right to execute it. Why should we join it? We have no course 
to pursue here except to make a separate treaty or to go into 
the Versailles treaty. . 

1\Ir. Pre ident, I said a moment ago that I took some pride in 
the fact that the Ver ailles treaty in its fundamental principles, 
in its e sential and vital terms, was opposed, in my judgment, 
by every member of the .American delegation. The facts which 
come out from day to day disclose beyond question that while 
they finally attached their signatures to it, they were opposed 
to it in principle, and often prophesied in their conversations 
what would result from it. I therefore have very little 
doubt that if President ·Wilson himself was called upon again 
to execute and sign the Versailles treaty, he would simply say 
to them, " Its execution is a fulfillment of my prophecy. I re
fuse to join in any such instrument." 

No one contends that it can be executed. One of tb.e first 
things which they did under the Versailles treaty was to ap
point a number of experts to ascertain whether or not it could 
be executed, and the unanimous report of the experts to the 
supreme council was that it was unworkable and impo sible 
of execution. 

The International Finance Commission, which sat lately in 
Belgium, came to the same conclusion. I do not know of a 
single public man in Europe, not a single one, at this time who 
contends that the Versailles treaty can ever be executed. I do 
not know of a great economist in Europe who does not bold 
that its execution means untold misery and indescribable ruin 
to Europew 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. ::\:Ir. President, it seems to me that the 
Senator from Idaho is the last m.an who at this juncture should 
stand here and attack and condemn the manner in which the 
Versailles treaty is being executed. He admits that when that 
treaty was framed the United States was the only power par
ticipating in the discussion which in a disinterested way en
deavored to soften the terms which he now denounces as harsh, 
that the United States was the only power whose representa
tives sought so to shape the treaty as not to place upon the 
Central Powers unbearable burdens. And yet it was by his 
masterful leadership here on the floor of the Senate that the 
United States, which had participated in the conference which 
finally adopted that treaty-that the United States, after hav
ing stood for justice, after having stood for moderate terms, 
after having taken a disinterested position, was taken outside 
of that treaty and placed in a position where it now stands 
b~fore the world ab olutely helpless to assist in the interpreta
tion of the treaty. 

The Senator. from Idaho states here to-day on the floor of the 
Senate that the terms of that treaty are being violated by 
France, with the connivance and permission of Great Britain, 
upon the proposal to invade the Ruhr region. I am not going 
to discuss that issue with him, but the Senator from Idaho 
knows that we are not in a position to raise an objection be
cause we refused to ratify that treaty. 

Mr. BORAH. I agree with the Senator perfectly. I am 
simply making the argument I am, to keep us from going into 
the treaty. I do not contend that we should go ovel.· there and 
interfere with the manner in which they are going to execute 
it. I wish to stay away from it, save as an independent 
nation. We may counsel and advise with those in distress, a. 
thing "e have always been ready to do. So far as I am indi
vidually concerned, my judgment is perfectly clear upon that, 
but the argument which the Senator made yesterday was that 
if we had signed the Versailles treaty everything would have 
been welL Europe would have been in a state of prosperity · 
and the world would have been at peace. 'Vhat I have under
taken to show, if the Senator will pardon me, is not that we 
should go over there and attem!)t to adjust this thing, but that 

under the Versailles treaty it is impossible to adjust it, and it 
is not our business to be a member of any such organization. 
What we do we must do disengaged and free as a friendly 
power. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. What I ha. ve undertaken to say now in 
answer to the Senator's speech is that he is the la t one having 
any right to condemn the nations of Europe for their interpre
tation or misinterpretation of that treaty, because it was 
through his leadership that the United States was placed in an 
impotent position where it could do nothing to see that the 
treaty was interpreted as the Senator from Idaho says it should 
be interpreted. 

The Senator from Idaho knows that when we failed to go into 
that treaty and to enter the League of Nations this great Nation 
lo t the leadership of the world. 'Ve have not any right as a 
Nation now to hold these other countries respon ible for what 
they are doing. If we had become a party to the treaty by 
ratification we would have had that right. The great potential 
po\vers of the United Stntes might at least have been sufficient 
to place such an interpretation upon that treaty as would have 
avoided the very thing that the Senator condemns now when he 
criticizes tbe act of France in invading Germany. 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator think that, having been 
wholly unable to modify the terms of the treaty, to write it in 
accordance with the principles which the President ·had an
nounced, wholly unable to protect Austria-Hungary as the 
President had announced here before he went to Europe he 
would do, wholly unable to prevent the outrage with reference 
to Shantung, wholly unable to prevent the treaty being written 
just exactly as Clemenceau and those with him wanted it-does 
the Senator think we would ba ve been very effective after \Ve 

signed the treaty to enforce a construction which was in con
tradiction of the treaty which we signed? 

l\!r. HITCHCOCK. The spectacle now presented is, as the 
Senator knows, that Germany is vainly reaching out her hands 
to the United States asking for protection, and the diplomatic 
situation is such that our Government can not give any help, 
can not give any assistance, can not co-Yen give counsel to the 
nations of the world. 

The Senator mentions Shantung. How much has the situa
tion in China been improved by our failure to go into the treaty 
and to bold Japan to the promise which she made to the Presi
dent of the United States? Japan has Shantung, has Shantung 
more absolutely now than she would have had Shantung if we 
had been in the treaty with the promise of Japan. 

1\Ir. BORAH. How did Shantung get into the treaty at all? 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is no answer. The Senator bas 

mentioned Shantung, and be gave Shantung as an excuse for 
our staying out of the treaty. What rigbt has he now to holtl 
Japan to any accountability for holding Shantung: We re
jected her promise, we stayed out of the treaty, and Japan 
bas Shantung by more permanent right and by more permanent 
title than she would have had if we had become a party to 
that treaty. 

Mr. BORAH. I agree with the Senator, if reports be true, 
that Japan has Shantung m01·e solidly within her grip than 
she had at the time we were trying to ratify the treaty; and 
some of us told you then, as you will find by looking a.t t11e 
llEOORD, that in six months Japan would have swallowed Shan
tung whole. All the talk about certain economic rights and 
reserving her sovereignty was mere sophistry. It misled none . 
but those who were willing to be misled. She has it all now. 
She has it complete. How did she get it? She got it by rea on 
of the fact that the American delegates, rather than lose the 
league, consented to that which had been condemned by the 
civilized world as an outrage upon decency and conscience. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Japan bas Shantung absolutely now be
cause the United States was the only nation in the world that 
held her promise to give it up, and the United States was kept 
from going into the league and prevented from enforcing their 
promise by the leadership of the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. We do not seem to be able even to make her 
give up Yap. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yap is in a very similar condition. very 
similar. I wish to say to the Senator from Idaho that all this 
attempt to drag the League of Nations into this discussion has 
nothing to do with the case. It was not raised on this side of 
the aisle. I have made a number of speeches here and not men
tioned the League of Nations. I recognize that the Senator 
and those who sympathize with him as· enemies of the League 
of Nations are not even willing to let it rest and that they want 
this resofution passed not for the purpose of promoting peace, 
but they want the joint resolution passed in order to force tha 
bands of the President of the United States, and when that 
resolution is presented to him at the WWte Bouse for hi sig-
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nature he has to decide whether he will sign it and permit the 
coterie here in the Senate that have dictated its provisions to 
control his foreign policy, or whether he will reject it and ad
here to the policy which he stated in his me sage on the 12th 
of April of thi year; that lle still Yiewed the questions as open; 
that lle besought Congre~ not to force his hand, but to allow 
him, as the holder of con~tit1Itional power to negotiate treaties, 
either to negotiate a new treaty or to get something out of the 
existing treaty which he still holds at the White House. That 
is the is ue. 

In ·peaking yesterday, a .· the .senator from Idaho knows-and 
he makes no reference to it now-I showed conclusively, as I 
think that the joint resolution i not for the purpo e of estab
lishing peace. It is for the purpose of dictating to the Presi
dent of the United States and compelling him to adopt a foreign 
policy that he has not yet decided on. 

1\lr. BORAH. I think the Senator is speaking out of force of 
habit . The Senator defended the President here for four year~ 
with great ability, and he can not now 1·esist the habit of still 
defending the President. 

1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. The Senator is mi ·taken. I defended the 
Con~ titution of the United States, which vests in the Executive, 
wllether he be Democrat or Republican, the sole and only power 
to negotiate treatie , and I say to the Senator from Idaho now 
that tlle people of the United State do not want to haYe the 
Senate of the United States arrogate to itself the powers which 
the Con titution vests in the President. The only right which 
the Senate has is to consent and advise as to treati~ which the 
President is given the power to negotiate. In the resolution 
you dictate to the President what he shall do. You cut off tbe 
po~ sibility of his doing anything with the Versailles treaty, anll 
that i the reason why the Senator from Idaho supports the 
joint resolution so gleefully. You dictate to him what shall be 
put into the separate treaty of peace with Germany. Why not 
trust him? The Senator from Idaho professes here, in glorious 
terms, the mo t absolute connction that the President of the 
United States is prepared to scrap the League of Nations and 
to turn his back on the Versailles treaty in every form. Then 
why not trust him? Why dictate to him in t4is resolution what 
he and his negotiators shall put into a treaty? 

l\lr. BORAH. I do not think the resolution would have that 
eft'ect on the President with reference to what he shall do with 
the Versailles treaty. If I thought it would have the effect 
which the Senator from Nebraska thinks it will have, I would be 
very happy. 

l\1r. HITCHCOCK. I reiterate in clo ·ing that the joint reso
lution is not brought here for the purpo~e of making peace. We 
haYe peace. We have had it for years. \\e have an enormous 
trade with Germany at the pre ·ent time. In most of the great 
products of the United State , Germany at the present stands 
only second among our great customers. Trade with Germany 
i geowing more rapidly at the present time than our trade with 
any other country. Our exports to Germany now amount to 
something like $35,000,000 a month, and the imports from Ger
many are growing and will continue to grow as fast as they 
can in the face of legislation which you propose to pass to limit. 
That is not the purpose. 

There has not been a Senator who has stood upon the floor 
here advocating the joint resolution who has been able to show 
a ingle valid reason why the joint resolution should be 
adopted. He has not been able to show a single benefit to come 
to the people of the United States as a result of the adoption 
of the re olution. But anyone can ·see that the passage of the 
joint re ·olution with specifications as to a separate treaty of 
penc-e with Germany and with the terms that shall be put into 
that treaty of peace with Germany is a palpable attempt to 
force the hands of the President of the United States, to dictate 
to him as to his foreign policy, and to carry out the threat 
made in the campaign that from now on the dominant faction 
of the Republican Party in tbe Senate proposes to conduct the 
foreign affairs of the United States. · 

l\!r. JO:r-..TES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I do not intend 
to enter into any lengthy eli cussion of the question which is 
now pending before the Senate. To me this is a most solemn 
occasion. I am not satisfied to cast the vote which I intend 
to ca t upon the joint re olution without making a short state
ment of the reasons why I -expect to take that stan<l. 

There is no one in thi body who is more anxious to bring 
about the peace of the worlcl than am I. At the previous ses
sion of Congress, when we were considering the Versailles 
treaty, including the covenant of the League of Nations, I felt 
that this country could honorably ratify the Versailles treaty 
without any changes in it what oever. I felt that the honor 
and the dignity of this country would be maintained; that the 
pledges which it had made to the boys of the United States who 

went across the Atlantic would be kept. I did not believe that 
it would jeopardize any of the interests of our country. 

But after a majority of the Senate decided that there should 
be reservations adopted, I waN ·o anxious to bring about the 
peace of the world that when tho e reservations were placed 
upon the resolution for ratification I voted for ratification with 
those reservations, although some of them were extremely 
objectionable to me. So I believe that Senators recognize the 
position in which I am placed to-day. I '"ish to bring about 
peace in the world. I realize that this country needs stabilized 
conditions abroad. I think the dominant party in thi country 
is making a great mistake in de,·oting it time and giving its 
attention to purely domestic affairs until our foreign relation· 
are settled. 

I do not belie\e that it will be po8siLle to bring about busi
ne s prosperity in the United States until we shall ha\e settled 
our foreign affair . I think that ju rt a soon a this admini -
tration came into power its fir ·t duty to the people of the 
United States was to consider our relation abroad. EYerv 
time one picks up a newspaper he seeN that the bu iness depre ·_ 
sion in this country is increasing by leap and bounds. 

The President the other day appealed for a merchant marine. 
I want to call the attention of the President to the fact that 
we have a merchant marine, but that it i idle in the docks of 
our ports becau e our foreign relation are un ettled. I repeat 
that we can not bring about prosperity in thi ·· country until we 
bring about stabilized condition abroad. The people who are 
holding their cotton, their wheat, their corn, their copper, an<l 
their manufactured products will not find a market until some
thing be done to settle foreign conditions. 

There may be some difference of opinion a to what wa the 
issue of the last campaign ; but I can not agree with the dis
tinguished Senator from Idaho [l\fr. BoRAH] that the 31 lead
ing Republicans who declared their belief as to what the i sue 
of the campaign \-vas had no followers throughout the country. 
I belieYe that they represented a Yery material proportion of 
the Yoters of this c:ountry. If it had been under tood that this 
Nation was to take no part in the restoration of world civiliza
tion, I know as firmly a I can know anything resting upon 
uncertain facts that tbe result in New Mexico would haYe 
been different from what it was. Hundred of thou ands of 
Republicans expressed it as their opinion that the quickest and 
the be t way to get into some league of nations, to brin_; 
about some concert of the nations of the world in order to pre
serve the peace of the world, was to elect a Republican Presi
dent because we had a Republican Senate. But, Mr. Pre ident, 
be that as it may, that is a thing in the past. There can be no 
doubt as to what the issue is before the Senate to-day. It i 
perfectly plain. Dn the 6th clay of April. 1917, the following 
resolution was ado)pted by Congre ·s : 
Whereas the Imperial German Government ha committed repPated 

acts of war against the Government and the people of the United 
States of America : Therefore be it 
Resolved by tlte Se11ate and. House of Rep1·esentati ves of the United 

States of America ill Cono,·ess assembled, That the tate of "ar be
tween the United States and the Imperial German Government which 
has been thrust upon the United States is hereby formally declared-

Declaring a state of war which had been thru t upon the 
people of the United States-
and that the President be, and he i hereby, authorized and directed to 
employ the entire naval and military forces of the United State and 
the resources of the Government to carry on war against the Imperial 
German Government ; and to bring the conflict to u successful termina
tion all of the resources of the country are hereby pledged by tbe 
Congress of the United States. 

That, 1\Ir. President, was the joint re··olution which we 
adopted on the 6tb day of April, 1917. That was then a solemn 
occasion. In fa-vor of that joint re olution I cast m:r first 
recorded vote in this body. I realized the responsibility '"hicll 
I assumed; I could picture the horror which vwuld neces
sarily follow the adoption of that resolution; but I ·believetl 
that there was a great impelling r ason for its passage. I felt 
that civilization was at stake; that there was a great end to be 
accomplished; that we were justified in marshaling all the 
forces of this land, as we later did. 

Mr. President, while we went into that war inspir:ell by the 
highest motives which e-rer inspired ·any nation on earth, what 
are we doing to-day? Is there any doubt about the effect of the 
action which this body is going to take? What are we going to 
do? You may interpret the resolution now before the S"enate as 
you will, but it unmistakably means one thing. It means that 
we are ending this war without consummating or ecuring n 
single thing for which we went into the war. We are not only 
doing that, Mr. President, but, in my humble judgment, this 
resolution is an apology for our ever haYing entered the war. 
Its language can have no other reasonable construction, iu wy 
judgment. • 
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I have here the report of the Foreign Relations Committee 

on the pending joint resolution, and the first thing to which I 
desire to call attention is the following. · 

Amend the ti t le so us to read as follows : 
" Repealing the joint resolution of April 6, 1917, declaring a state of 

war to exist between the United States and Germany, and the joint 
re ·olntion of December 7, 1017. declaring a state of war to exist be
tw('en the United States and the ImpE>rial and Royal Austro-Hungarian 
Government, and for other purposes." 

What is the principal purpose? It is to repeal the joint reso
lution which we adopted on .April ·6, 1917. Why is it desired 
to repeal that joint resolution? As bas been suggested upon 
the floor of the Senate, what would be the purpose of repealing 
the act which authorized the building of the Panama Canal 
after the canal had been built? What purpo e could. thereby 
be served? There can be only one interpretation when it is 
undertaken to repeal an act of this kind., and that is that it is 
desired to apologize for ever haYing enacted it. The only por
tion of the joint. resolution upon which we haye to vote to-day 
which will be etiecUve in any re!'pect what OYer is paragraph 1, 
which reads as follow : 

That the joint resolution of Congress passed .J..pril 6, 1917, uec1aring 
a state of war to exist between the Imperial German Government and 
the Government and people of the United States of America, and 
making provisions to prosecute the same, be, and the same i hereby, 
rcpe:1led, and said state of war is hereby declared at an end. 

1\lr. President, if it were the purpose of the joint resolution 
to make a technical ending of the war, there is nothing in the 
first paragraph which i necessary except the few last words 
which I have read. A simple declaration that the war is at an 
end would accomplish the entire purpo. e. The other paragraphs 
of t.lle joint resolution are noneffective. AU that has been 
claimed for them is that they give us some right to retain 
po ' ession of the German property which was sequestered 
during the war. We sequestered that property by virtue of an 
act of Congress pa ed dming the war. That act of Congress 
is in force to-day, and I ..,hould like for some good lawyer to 
explain to me how the legal conclu ion can be arrived at, if 
that act would become ineffectiYe by a resolution declaring the 
war status at an end, how by incorpoi·ating uch a provision in 
this resolution it would become effecti\e. I submit there is a 
distinction there without the slightest difference. It is idle to 
claim any such purpose. 

l\loreover, Mr. President, the sub ·equent clauses in a former 
resolution were given some efficacy. In the joint resolution 
which passed Congress in May, 1920, and which was vetoed by 
the President of the United States, the first paragraph was fol
lowed by a proviso which prevented it becoming effective until 
other things were accompli bed; but now by the pending joint 
re olution we repeal the joint resolution of April 6, 1917, and 
declare t.lle war at an end without any condition, unre
servedly. The war thus ends, and, as I have said, without hav
ing consummated or securing a ingle purpo e for which we en
tered the war and made the great . acrifices which the country 
has made. That is the situation. 

l\1r. President, do we want to do thi thing? In the construc
tion of any statute or resolution, it is a well-known legal rule 
that eYery word in a paragraph mu ·t be gi\en some effect, if it 
i pos ·ible so to do. 

The last few words declare the war at an end. What is the 
u e of the other words? The main part of the paragraph is that 
part which repeals the joint resolution of April 6, 1917. What 
effect are you going to give to those words? They were put in 
there for some purpose; and~ as I say, the only purpose which 
can be arrived at from the reading of the joint resolution is to 
apologize in an abject manner for our ever ha\ing passed flle 
joint resolution of April 6, 1917. 

l\1r. President, I am unwilling to do that. I am unwilling to 
go before the people of this country and the world with the 
declaration that thi war wa fought in vain. There is no 
otJter purpose to be served by passing this joint resolution now. 
Why should there be such haste in passing this joint resolution? 
·why can it not wait until a treaty of peace can be brought about 
bct~Yeen this country and the Central Powers of Europe? 

There is another thing that this joint resolution means. It 
means that in the near future we shall haYe a negotiated peace 
with Germany and Austria. -That is what it means. Is that 
the purpo e for which we fought the war? Is there anyone 
here who expected that this war would end thus abjectly, and 
make us suppliants at the feet of the Governments of Germany 
and Austria to bring about peaceful commercial relations for 
the future? I that what you want? 

I do not believe it, Mr. President. I do not believe that the 
people of this country are going to ratify the action which I 
am sure the Senate is going to take to-night. I have no doubt 
but that this joint resolution will pass, but I want to enter my 

most earnest and solemn protest against it. I feel that it is 
dishonor to our country, it is dishonor to those who made the 
supreme sacrifice at the behest and instance of this great coun-
try of ours. . 

I hope that this joint resolution may not ultimately pas~ as 
it is framed. I do not believe that it should be done. I think 
it is an ignominious attempt to discredit everything that our 
country did during the war. I do not know that I could state 
any more clearly than bas been done the reasons why this 
joint re olution should not be passed. When the other joint 
resolution was passed by the Congress, the then President of 
the United States Yetoed the resolution. I think his language 
was then expressive in a concise and emphatic way of the ob
jections to such a joint resolution. I believe that those ob
jections are just as potent now as they were then. I shall not 
take the time of the Senate to read them, but I ask that the 
veto message of the . President on the passage of the former 
joint resolution be inserted in the RECORD as a part of my 
remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ot·
dered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
To the llouse of Rep1·esentatives: 

I herewith return, without my signature, House joint resolution 327, 
intended to repeal the joint resolution of April 6. 1917, declaring a 
state of war to exist between the United States and Germany, anu the 
joint resolution of December 7, l 917. declaring a state of war to exist 
between the United States and the Austro-Hungarian Government, anr:l 
to declare a state of peace. I have not felt at liberty to sig11 this joint 
resolution !Jecause I Ctll not bring myself to become party to an action 
which wouid place an ineffaceable stain upon the gallantry and honor 
of the L'nitl'd ~tates. The resolution seeks to establi h peace with the 
German Empire without exacting from the German Government any 
action IJ;v way of setting right the infinite wrongs which it did to the 
peoples whom it attacked and whom we professed it our purpose to 
assist when we entered the war. Have we sacrificed the lives of more 
than 100,000 Americans and ruined the lives of thousands of. others 
and brought upon thousands of American families an unhappiness that 
can never end for purposes which we do not now care to state or take 
further steps to attain? The attainment of th(>se purposes is provided 
for in the treaty of Versailles by terms deemed adequate · by the lead
ing statesmen and experts of all the great peoples who were associated 
in the war against Germany. Do we now not care to join in the effort 
to save them? 

We entered the war most reluctantly. Our people were profounuly 
disinclined to take part in a European war, and at last did so only 
because they uccame convinced that it could not in truth be regard0cl 
as only a European war, but must be regarded as a war in which 
civilization itself was involved and human rights of everv kind C<S 
against a belligerent government. Moreover, when we entered the war 
we set forth V('ry definitely the purposes for which we entered, parllv 
because we diu not wish to be considered as merely taking part in a 
European contest. This joint resolution which I return does not seek 
to accomplish any of these objects, but in effect makes a complete sur
lender of the rights of the United States so far as the German -Govel'll
ment is concerned. A treaty of peace was i~ned at Versailles on the 
28th of June ll_l.st which did seek to accompllsb the objects which we 
had declared to be in our minds, because all the great Governments 
and peoples which united against Germany bad adopted our declaratioi.:s 
of purpose as their own and had in solemn form embodied them in 
communications to the German Government preliminary to the armistice 
of November 11, 1918. But the treaty as signed at Versailles bas !Jeen 
rejected by the Senate of the United States, though it has been ratified 
by Germany. By that rejection and by its method we havE' in effeo:t 
declared that we wish to draw apart and pursue objects and inten ·sts 
of our own, unhampered by any connections of interest or of purpose 
with other Governments and peoples. 

Notwithstanding the fact that upon our entrance into the war we 
professed to be seeking to assist in the maintenance of common intl'r
ests, nothing is said in this resolution about the freedom of navigation 
upon the seas, or the reduction of armaments, or the vindication of the 
rights of Belgium, or the rectification of wrongs done to France, or the 
t•elease of the Christian populations of the Ottoman Empire from the 
intolerable subjugation which they have had for so many generations to 
endure, or the establishment of an independent Polish State, or the con
tinued maintenance of any kind of understanding among the gre:tt 
powers of the world which would be calculated to prevent in the 
future such outrages as Germany attemnted and in part con. urn
mated. We have now in effect declared that we do not care to take 
any further risks or to assume any further responsibilities with regard 
to the freedom of nations or the sacredness of international obligation 
or the safety of independent peoples. Such a peace with Germany-a 
peace in which none of the essential interests which we had at heart 
when we entered the war is safeguarded-is, or ought to be, incon· 
ceivable, is inconsistent with the dignity of the United States, with the 
ri,ghts and uberties of her citizens, and with the very fundamental con
ditions of civilization. 

I hope that in these statements I have sufficiently set forth the rea· 
sons why I have felt it incumbent upon me to withhold my signature. 

WOODROW WILSOX. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, 

May 27, 19i!JJ. 

Mr. JO:J\TES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I wish also to 
call attention to a statement of the leader of the party on the 
other side of the Chamber. He said that there is no question 
but that the passage of this joint resolution will lead to a nego
tiated peace with Germany. I dcr not know bow to character
ize a negotiated peace with Germany in language as trong as 
that used by the leader of the Republican Party in this cham· 
ber. It has already been inserted in the REcoRD, but I want to 
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close wlth repeating his words as my condemnation of this joint 
re olution: 

In June, 1918, the senior Senator from Massachusetts [1\Ir. 
LoDGE] said: 

The President who delivered the war message and the Congress who 
voted for war would be guilty of the blackest crime if they were will· 
ing to make a peace on the status quo ante bellum and re-create tha 
situation which existed before the wat·. 

May I interpolate and inquire, if we pass this joint resolu
tion, are we not re-creating the situation which existed prior 
to the war so far as the relations between the United States 
and Germany are concerned? Are we not rest01ing the status 
before the war? If so, it is a crime, in the language of the 
great Senator from Massachusetts: 

If we sent our armies and our young men abroad to be killed and 
wounded in northern France and Flanders with no result but this, our 
entrance into the war with such an intention was a crime which noth
ing can justify. The intent of Congress and the intent of the P_resi
dent was that there could be no peace until we could create a situa
tion where no such war as this could recur. We can not, in the first 
place make peace exc<>pt in ct mpany with our allies. It ;would brand 
us with everlasting dishonor, and bring' ruin to us also 1f we under
took to make a separate peace. 

That is precisely what this joint resolution means. It means 
that we are to make a separate peace with Germany. It means 
that we are to desert the Allies with whom we fought the war. 
It means the surrender of everything honorable and high in 
purpose which actuated us to engage in the war. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I shall not occupy the time 
of the Senate at any great length. I should not now say any
thing if it had not been for the speech of the distinguished Sena
tor from Idaho [Mr. BoBAR] and the. utterance that he made to 
the effect that the issue before the American people in Novem
ber and settled in that election was for a league of nations or 
any association, or against a league of nations or any associa
tion. The distinguished Senator stated that those who sup
ported the Republican ticket in that ~lecti~n believed that b~ so 
doing they not only would be defeatmg. th1s League of Nations 

• as incorporated in the treaty of Versailles, but they would JJe 
putting an end to any association of nations to promote the 
peace of the world in the future. 

Of course I can understand how the distinguished Senator 
from Idaho 'was led into that belief. He was making speeches 
over the country, drawing great crowds, and winning tumultuous 
applause. He was talking against any league. He was ~on· 
sistent in the position then that he had taken from the time 
the League of Nations was first discussed. He has been one 
of the few Senators here who have been consistent on this 
proposition from the beginning, and he was led to believe that 
the other speakers in that campaign, and those who were pro
moting the candidacy of the Republican candidate, were taking 
the same position that he was taking; but they were not. . 

The Senator will recall that when the standard bearer of h1s 
party spoke at Des Moines, Iowa, and said that he had turned 
his back on the League of Nations, and that he was not only 
a(J'ainst reservations but against interpretations, I believe the 
e;pression was, there went up a howl all over this country, not 
only from Democratic sources but from Republican as well; and 
the howl was so great that it forced, as I stated in my remarks 
to-day a cessation of argument and eloquence upon the part of 
the S~nator from Idaho, and he remained off the stump a f~w 
days and it was only a few days after that-the Senator w11l 
recall it, and I do not want tLis discussion to end without plac
ino- it in the RECORD-that the pressure on the managers of the 
R:'publican Party by the thousands of men and women in the 
Republican Party who bE-lieved in the ratification of the treaty 
of Versailles, with or without reservations in _some forl? or 
other, was so great that it compelled the Repubhcat;l candidate 
for President to issue a public statement to the Amencan people. 

Of course, it was quite significant and very fitting in that 
campairu that beneath the picture of the standard-bearer of the 
Republlcan Party on the billboards throughout this country 
the words " wiggle " and " wobble " should have been written, 
because certainly no one ever attempted to assert what would 
be the position of the Republican Party from one day to the 
other on this very important question. But I want to read 
from this statement, not because I think many of the Senators 
on the other side will listen to it-they remember it-but I 
want to read it especially. for the benefit of the distinguished 
Senator from Idaho. 

This ought to be a glorious occasion for him. It is a great 
triumph for him. Starting out almost single-handed and alone, 
with but a handful to help him, combating not only this side of 
the aisle but combating the Republican leadership on the other 
si1le of tlle aisle, and in that leadership at that time was the 
present President of the United States, they figh~g for days 

. and for weeks and for months for a league of natwns and for 

the ratification of the treaty of Versailles, the Senator from 
Idaho almost single-handed and alone tood there and by his 
eloquence and his great influence ,has commanded the whole 
Republican Party to change front on tbe proposition. 

I shonld like to have the Senator from l\1assachusett. [l\Ir. 
LoDGE], the leader of the majority in this Chamber, listen again 
to what he read on the morning of October 12, the utterance 
given out in a prepared interview to the American people as to 
how the candidate of the Republican Party stood on an asso
ciation or a league of nations. He was forced to do thi , and 
I am not surprised at his action. I really believed that you 
were going to scrap the League of Nations. I believed, as the 
editorial that the Senator pointed out that appeared in the 
New York World said, that you would scrap the League of 
Nations; but what I object to, what I denounce, is a species of 
hypocrisy that promised the American people one thing and 
now you give them another thing. If you were for scrapping 
the League of Nations, why did not the leadership of the Re
publican · Party, why did not the men who were carrying the 
banners of that party in October, say not only that you were 
going to scrap this league but that you were against the idea 
of a league of nations or any association? 

But you did not do that, and here is what the President said 
in a prepared statement following his Des Moines speech: 

It seems to me that there should not remain a shadow of a doubt 
as to my exact position as regards the proposed League of Nations 
as drafted at Paris and submitted to the Senate and as regards the 
great world sentiment for a better understanding among nations to 
discourage war and generally to ad\ance civilization. 

In all of his utterances he was talking about this proposed 
league as drafted at Paris. Of course, he bad voted here for 
reservations. He had voted to change the league as drafted 
at Paris, and he could very well afford to tell the American peo
ple in this statement that he was opposed to the League of Na
tions as drafted at Paris and as submitted to the United States 
Senate. But he goes further. Ah, you can see the Italian 
hand here, trying to hold in line the distinguishe(l Senator from 
Idaho [l\1r. BoRAH] und the distinguished Senator from Cali
fornia [l\fr. JoH~soNl and the distingui hed Senator from Illi
nois [Mr. l\fcConMICK], so that they might · go and talk to cer
tain elements in the country who were opposed to any League 
of Nations, and arouse them to go out, and not only support, 
but espouse the cause of the Republican candidates, and still 
band out thi soft soap to those who really believed in a league 
of nations. The wonder to me is how he ever fooled a man of 
such stupendous ability and experience and training as the dis
tinguished Senator from Idaho [l\1r. BoRAH]. 

Let me restate--
Says Candidate Harding-

my position as explicitly as my power of words permits. 

Now he iS going to give it to them. It is ju t as clear as 
mud: He said: 

First, I am ~unalterably oppo ed to going into the uague of Nations 
as that particular proposition now stands. 

Of course, he had so voted here in the United States Senate. 
So had the Senator from Idaho and the Senator from Cali
fornia, and those who were following them. 

Thn.t proposal is contemptuous of and potentially destructive of the 
American Constitution. It is not favored by the American people. 

Second-

Here is where. he expresses himself clearly-
! am in favor of a world association-call it what you will, the 

name is of slight consequence-that will discourage or tend to prevent 
war and that will encourage or tend to encourage a better understand
ing among the nations of the earth. 

That wa.s the statement which caught the present Secretary 
of State, which caught the present Secretary of Commerce, 
which caught Elihu Root, and Henry Stimson, and all of those 
thousands and millions of men and women who were for an 
association of nations to preserve the peace of the world. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Do not lea...-e out Taft. 
Mr. HARRISON I want to read you what he aid in a 

moment. 
The old order of things is done wi~

Says Candidate Harding-
not only in Amerka but throughout the world, and the United tate:~, 
always quick with sympathy, always just and usually led by common 
sense, must play its part in this new order. 

How does that suit the distinguished Senator from Idaho? 
Oh he says now that Harding is for scrapping the league. Yes; 
I thm.k he is. But he was not for scrapping the league wllen 
he issued that statement to the American people, when the cam
paign :was at its height, prepared on October 12, 1920. 

Mr. WOLCO'I'T. 'Vhen he was hunting for votes. 
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Mr. HARRISON. Yes; when be was hunting for votes, as 

the Senator suggests. 1\ir. Harding continued: 
Third. I believe that such an association can be formulated without 

wrecking the Constitution, that remains the corner stone of our liberties 
and of our happiness, without seizing or filching the sovereignty tbat 
is our pride and our mspiratlon to fine living and good works. 

0 * ~ * * • 
Fifth. It is my purpose, when elected, to take the whole people into 

my confidence as regards these mattet·s, to seek their advice, and more 
importantly, to act consonantly with their advice, and to this end it 
will be my pleasure as well as my duty to call into conference with me 
the best minds. 

gies have. been exer'ted in behalf of the treaty of Versailles and 
the League of Nations, now favor adopting a separate treaty 
with Germany, scrapping the treaty of Ver ailles. 

But I have some other very interesting reading here. I have 
what George W. Wickersham said about this Knox resolution. 
But let me read what Senator LENROOT, a distinguished Repub· 
lican leader, said about the League of Nations. 

He takes issue with the Senator from Idaho. He said: 
The country ought to know that with very few exceptions the Mem

bers of this body, irrespective of party, are in favor of a League of 
Nations, nnd the country ought to know that with very few exceptions 
the Republic:ui Members of the Senate are in favor of the league now 
proposed, provided reservations are made protecting the rights and in
terests of the United States. 

I understand he has called into conference the best minds, 
including in that number the distinguished Senator from Cali
fornin and the di tinguished Senator from Idaho. Am I mis
taken in that? The Seuator from Idaho answers not. This 
statement continues: 

* * * I stated then (in a speech made in the Senate on February 
28, 1919), and I am convinced now, that we should enter a League of 
Nations to help preserve the peace of the world, and that the plan pro-

1 thaak God that the time bas come when I can a k the advice of posed is a great forward s-tep in this direction. 
American women, and esp£-cially the mothers of America, too. I believe the United States can and should be protected by proper 

The substance of these tbir.gs has been said in some form or other re~:;ervations, and with such reservations the league may be of great 
in every address and I sav it all definitely now, because I am not value in preventing future wars and securing a better under tanding 
always full' reported, and ·I want .America to understand my thought lJetween nations. 
of cooperatwn as w€11 as the abiding opposition to the league propo ed. So that the RECORD may show it, I want to read an excerpt 

So bo~h unperstood it then, and both _stood w~th him. I from a speech that ,--ras delivered by the author of this resolu
~vonder If the Sen~t?r ;rom Idaho stood Wltb Candidate Hard- tion in June, 1910. Senator KNox, in a commencemeut-day ad· 
mg on that propos1t10n · The Se~ator answers not. . dress before tbe University of Pennsylvania at that time em-
. No'~· one word f~rther t?uchmg the understandmg of the ] ployed these words: ' . 
1ssue m that ca.mp~ngn. I c1ted to the Senate only to-day the · 
list of name of tbosP wbo appealed to the proleaguers of the I 'Ye have reached a point when it is evident t!J.e future holds in store 

~ . . . " a nme when wars shall cease: when the natwns of the earth shall 
country to support the Hepubltcan ticket, sayrng that they be- realize a federation as real and vital as that now subsisting betwePn 
lieYed we can most effectiYely advance the cause of international the component parts of single States; when by deliberate international 
cooperation and permanent peace by Sl.lpportin"' 1\lr. Hardin"' conjunction. the strong shall universally help the weak;, and when the 
. . . , e. e. corporate nghteommess of the world shall compel unrighteousness to 

1or electiOn to the Pres1dency. disappear and shall destroy the habitations of cruelty lingering in the 
But they "·ere not all. The interview which Candidate Hard- dark places of the earth. 

ing gave on the 12th of October satisfied thoroughly ex-Presi- I want to read what the distimmished Senator' from Missouri 
dent Taft, and so he said, in u telegram to the New York Times said about this-not the seniore. Senator from Missouri [1\Ir. 
August 9, 1920: REED] but the junior Senator from Missouri [1\Ir. SPENCEP.l . 

I wish to have as many Republican Senators as possible stand by Thi , · t t t 1 .,. h d t th St L ·~ D' · t 1 President Harding in the policy to which I believe the circumstances . S "'as m a _s atemen e ebrap e O e · oms 1spa c 1 
will lead him, of obtaining such an amendment of the pt·esent league lll May, 1919: 
as will retain the great benefits which the covenant without article 10 
will co~fer on the world. 

l\lr. BORAH. 1\Ir . ..Pre~ident-
The VICE PRESIDE J'I. Doe the Senator yield to the 

Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator, and am glad to. I 

wonder if he agreed with that statement which appeared on 
the 12th of October, 1920? 

1\Ir. BORAH. In view of the telegmm which the Senator 
has just read, what doe · he think of ex-President Taft as a 
prophet? 

1\lr. HARRISON. Do I think he is a prophet? A •ery poor 
prophet, indeed. I think somebody misled the ex-President of 
the United States. But it does not seem to have been Yery 
hard work to mislead a good many folks in that campaign. 
The Senator from Idaho was a good prophet. 

Here is a statement that was igned, among others, by 
A. Lawrence Lowell; and to show what the seutiment of the 
country was, this was signed, among others, by a distinguished 
Senator, a man of great influence in the western country, one 
who owns and edits a large number of newspapers, who, with 
certain classes of our people, is as powerful in his influence as 
any man I know of. Senator ARTHUR CAPPER is one of the 
signers of this. Other signers are William Howard Taft, 
A. Lawrence Lowell, Harry .A. Qarfield, 0 car 1\I. Straus, Henry 
W. Taft, George \V. Wickersham, and Talcott Williams, all 
distingui bed Republicans. Here i what they said on 1\Iarch 
18, 1919: 

From constant touch with eyery part of the United States the officers 
of the league are confident that the present spasm of opposition-

That was when the Senator from Idaho was afflicted on the 
floor here

That the pre.·ent spasm of opposition to the Paris plan-
The Paris plan

i due mainly to misrepresentation backed by reactionary clements of. 
om· population who fear that a change in our methods of handling 
international questions will interfere with their vested privileges. This 
is the real basis of the opposition. It i supported also by some who, 
undet· the gui e of patriotism- -

I do not know whom they had in mind at that time
seek to auvance their personal political fortunes. 

I think most of the men who opposed this League of Nations 
from the very start did it Yery con cientiously. The men who 
now oppose it, but who pretended to be for it. are the ones that 
thE> American people should condemn, not those who consist
ently from the beginning thought it was a bad thing and fought 
it here like men upon the floor of the Senate. 

But it is disheartening to think that so many men whose 
eloqnence bas been poured forth in this Chamber, whose ener-

I believe that the Knox resolution (to separate the peace trenty from 
the League of Nations) should be so changed that the Senate could go 
on record as being in sympathy with a League of Nations covenant. 
I do not intend to vote for a resolution that would put myself and the 
Senate on record as distinctly,hostile to the United States entering such 
a league. 

So, 1\!r. President and Senators, such were the views of dis
tinguished Republican leaders in the last campaign. Thousands 
and thousands of votes were cast for the Republican ticket in 
the belief that the treaty of Versailles would be ratified in one 
form or another, and the issue was not presented, as I take it, 
as expressed by the distinguished Senator from Idaho. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Let US vote! 
1\fr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I realize that i.t would be 

entirely improper for me to make a speech at this time, but I 
think those who call for a vote and who occupy much more time 
on the floor than I do will bear witness that I do not occupy 
much of the time of the Senate. I should like to present some 
reason. for nn amendment ,,·hic.b I propose to offer, but the 
Senate is not in a frame of mind to listen, aud I think it woul<l 
do very little good even if I were to present it. 

I am as \Teary as anyone could be of the political debate 
which has taken place here and which has held us here for most 
of the day, without any attempt at all to discuss the real i sue 
before the Senate. I take it that those Senators who indulge in 
that practice so often must believe that it i:-: of some value to 
them before their constituents. I can not conceive that it is of 

. value anywhere else, and I have a rather low estimate of a con
stituency that is controlled by that kind of oratory. 

I am not impressed with the great importance of the pending 
joint resolution taken under any Yiew that may be gh·en. I do 
think, howeyer, that the country expects us to put :tn en<l to 
this anomalous condition known as war. There is no political 
speech which can be made that can satisfy the country that it 
is not an anomalous condition, if not in fact a fnrce. The rest 
of the country is aware that the nations of the rest of the "·orld 
are at peace. We are in fact at peace. · 

I should like to do the thing that we all are professing to 
want to do, namely, make that declaration aud that alone. I 
do not mean that it might not be necessary to accompany it 
with some of the statements or specifications which are attached 
to the joint resolution, but I am now talking about the fir~t 
paragraph, paragraph 1 of the joint resolution. What we nre 
after is to say that that state of war whlch existed on .April 6, 
1917. is now at an end. I do not think it is necessary to repeal 
the declaration which was made at that time; we can not repeal 
the effect of it; yet by saying so we might po~sibly in\'ite ~mne 
of the difficulties and the troubles which some Senators ll:ne 
pointed out here to-day. So, without occupying any tnrtller 
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time, I send to the desk the following amendment, which I shall 
propose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pro
posed amendment to the amendment of the committee_ 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. Strike out the first paragraph in 
the proposed amendment of the committee and insert in lieu 
thereof the following : 

That the state of war declared by Congress on .April 6, 1917, to exist 
between the Imperial German Government and the Government and 
people of the United States of .America is hereby declared at an end. 

Mr. Ul\1DERWOOD. Mr. President, I merely wish to say in 
reference to the Senator's amendment that, although I am not 
in favor of the joint resolution even if it is amended, I think it 
would be in far better keeping with parliamentary practice, 
and we would know far more what is meant, and we certainly 
would not be guilty of an apology if we auopted his amendment. 
I shall therefore vote for his amendment, although even if so 
amended, I expect to vote agaim;t the joint resolution. 

~fr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the headlines on the front page 
of the Washington Post this morning said: 

France will march alone if allied support falls. 
When I read that my mind '\lent back to the time when 

France, heroic France, pouring out her blood on the battle field, 
was holding back as best she could the Ge1·mnn Army. And I 
now recall the time whE!n the .daily press here at home told us 
each morning that the French were being pushed back closer 
and clo er to Paris and the British soldiers were being pre sed 
back nea.rer and nearer to the English Channel. I remember 
the anxious times when we were saying, " If they can only hold 
the German line until our troops arrive we can save the day.'' 

now what she wanted it to do a year and more ago? If so the 
situation is really alarming: ' 

The _Senator ~ro~ Illinois [Mr. 1\fcCom.ncK] in his speech 
complams that It w1ll take some time to undo the harm done 
in international affairs by the former administration in ei<Yht 
y~ars' time, and in his powerful and ponderou appeal ~·e
mmded us that we must not expect the present administration 
in just a few weeks to correct all of these evil . The step we 
are taking to-day complicates matters more than ever. I am 
in favor of a peace treaty with Germany in keeping with our 
rights and honor in the premises. This shameful makeshift 
that you propose practically says to Germany " Go tell our 
allies that we are no longer interested in a jus't settlemen t of 
your differences and no longer concerned whether you hn ,.e 
peace or war in the Old World." 

The Senator from Illinois falls out with Lloyd-George and 
takes a small fling at him. I regard Lloyd-George us one of the 
greatest statesmen that li>e to-day or that has e>er lived. He 
is a Yery remarkable man. I do not know whether t11e Senator 
f-rom illinois has fallen out with him becau. e of a little con
troversy that grew out of an interview said to have been had 
with Lloyd-George that the Senator g:we to the press on his 
retm·n from Europe, when lie was reputed from orne ource 
to be representing in some capacity the United States, and 
Lloyd-George feU called upon to explain away the impre sion 
made by {he published statement of the Senator from Illinois. 

I just happened to recall this interesting incident. 
The Senator from Illinois, in an interview not long ago, re

ferred to ex-President Wilson in a rather cold and sarcastic 
way. He said: 

I recall the time when our boys left their homes in the East 
and West and North and South, put on the uniform of their The world has forgotten Dr. Wilson; let us do so, too. 
country, and carried our flag to the seaside. I saw them embark Of course, you understand, Senators, that he was referring to 
upon a sea. infested with German submarines. the desperadoes ex-President Wilson. I wonder if the Senator really thinks 
of the deep. I recall those ureadful days, Mr. President. No that the world has forgotten ex-President Wilson? The Senator 
light was permitted upon the decks of our ship.s at sea. Our himself, in the magnitude of his own estimation, is a consid
boys down in the bodies of the vessels were risking their lives m·able part and parcel of the world, and the Senator from 
every minute of the time as they went over to France to help Illinois does not seem to have forgotten him. He refers to him 
put down the German Army, that sought not only to conquer to-day and talks about the harm he bas done in his eight years' 
Burope, but, as soon as that task had been accomplished to administration. 1\fr. President, the good things of the Wilson 
march with streaming banners through Berlin as it shouted administration will live long after the political career of the 
"On to America." Senator from Illinois has been forgotten. You can not dispo e 

I recall the time when the Congress of the United States in of the former President in any such manner. No man who is 
solemn session, speaking for the American 11eople, indictCil the willing to hazard his all and die for a cause can be forgotten. 
German Government; when it recited the crimes committed In the annals of history those who traduce and slander him 
by that Government against us and the civilized world. and will die in a day, but the man who dares to risk his life, hi. · all, 
upon the provisions set out in that resolution we went to in order to prevent the recurrence of another uch war can not 
war with Germany. I recall that the allied nations plPdged die in the affections an(] memories of the people who love peace 
to each other that we would fight together to the end; that we and hate war. 
would not make a separate peace, but that we all together Senator BORAH, the able, eloquent, :mel fearless Senator from 
would write the peace treaty. Idaho, has always opposed the League of Nation . He Hght to 

'Ve have condemned Russia for deserting the Allies during be happy to-day. His efforts have borne fruit. He bas fought 
the war. Poor, war-torn, distracted, chaotic Russia, and yet we this thing from the beginning. ·w11en others around him said, 
criticize her for deserting the Allies in time of war. And here "We favor some sort of a league," he said, "I am oppo ·ed to 
we are, right at the very time when Germany is halting and any kind of a league." Like Horatius at the bridge nnd 
hesitating as to whether or not she will obey the mandates of Leonidas at Thermopylre, the part he played won for him the 
the victorious allied powers, about to abandon our comrades in honors of the occasion. All honor to him. 
arms. ·we not only do that bpt we encourao-e Germany to be- 1\Ir. President, I remember a great many things in connec
lie\e that we are not now in sympathy with the thing · we tion with this matter, but I will not punish Senators on the 
fought for in the war with her. other side by keeping them here at any great length t0 hear 

We are asked not only to repeal the joint re olution which them recited, for I heard two or three Senators oyer there a 
indicted her and declared war against her, but we are called while ago cry, "Vote! Yote!" When I listened to the torrents 
upon in this resolution to apologize to Germany for what we of convincing logic poured into the other side of the Chamher 
did at that time. We are requested to wipe that indictment this morning by the senior Senator from Arkansas [l\Ir. RoBI ""
from the statute books of the United States-to remove it from so~], by the Senator from Mississippi [1\Ir. HAnmsoN], then 
the pages of our history. We charged in thnt resolution that later on by the Senator from Nebraska [:Mr. HrTcHcocKJ, an.cl 
Germany was guilty of certain crimes and stood convicted at then by the enator from New l\fexico [Mr. JoNES], I could 
the judgment bar of the civilized world, and yet here you are understand why you wanted to end the debate and vote. 
ready to do as Germany would have you do, truckle and get on Senators on the otheY side of the Chamber want to get 
your knees and put your~elves · in the attitude of giving Germany through with this gruesome thing; you want to be done with it. 
the right to say what the terms of peace shall be with our brave After you have passed it--and you han~ the Yotes to pa s it
boys and the people of the United States. y:ou will go out of this Chamber saying, in a whisper, some of 

Senators, 4,000,000 of young men, the bravest and best blood you, "I am glad we arc through with the blamed thing." 
that ever marshaled beneath a flag, went across the sea to put [Laughter.] 
an end to this war commenced by Germany. Germany is dick- Senators on the other side brought this resolution in here 
ering in this country to-day with her propaganda. Her spies are and had it pending for a week or 10 days. ... rone of them bas 
here now. They have been working for months trying to alien- said a word about it until to-day. Why? Because they did not 
ate us from our brave allies who fought side by side with us want ta go on record. They said, "The least that we can say 
on the battle fields of France. about this thing the better it will be, because some of us ha>e 

Germany could not accomplish her devilish purpose as she said that we are going to have some sort of a league, while 
stood before the United States Army on tbe battle fields of others have said that we were not going to have any kind of a 
France. Is she now going to accomplish through a certain league. If we get this thino- up here and go to discussing it, the 
kind of politics and German diplomacy what she could not ac-~ Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH] is liable to get on the war
complish before t11e upstanding soldiers of our country on the path and tell the truth about t11e whole thing. If ever he gets 
battle field? Is · she about to succeed in having this country do started on it, he will tell the truth, as will the Senator fl·om 
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California [Mr. JoHNSON]"; and so they did. Now, the reso
lution is here, poor, disgraceful, shameful thing, aml Senators 
on the other side ha\e had to come to its rescue. 

Senators, in conclusion let me say tlmt I know the gun .nnd 
ammunition makers of the world do not want any understand
ing between the nations. I know that those who profit by war 
do not w.ant anything that will stop war~ I know there are 
tho e who believe in great standing armies, big war equip
ment, and in uni,ersal rnillta.ry training which will take eve:ry 
boy out of the homes of America at tremendous expense to the 
taxpayers of America. There are tho e who would have a 
sY tern of universal military training such as Germany .had, nnd 
a military· autocracy such as Germany had. That is w.hat 
some of you m·e hoping to haYe; you Ul'e going to try to force 
it upon us in this country. Universal military training is going 
to be a part of your program a little later on. I know that 
those w.ho wRnt to make money out of gun and munitions ·do 
not want any association of nations, any League of Nations. 
or nny international tribtmal. I know that we have that in
fluence to fight. 

It W•lS all right, Senators, to go into an alliance with Euro
penn powers to the extent of $10,000,000.000 in loans, and to the 
extent of more than $10 000,000,000 expended out of our pockets 
for {.,:runs ru1d munitions and war supplies ; it was all right to 
muster 4,()(){).000 ~f the bra.Ye~t, best boys that ever battled, and 
send 2,000,000 " oYer there " to stay for nearly two years; but 
it i ·· ttll wrong to take rt chance of two years' time in a league 
looking to the prevention of war and the promotion ·Of peace. 
Senator , you are going to haYe to answer for tJ~is to the Ameri
can people. 

A SenatoT on the other ·ide has aid that there was not allY 
defen e of tllB League of Nations anywhere eJiicept in the SBn· 
ate. I make a patrioti~ address now and then out in the States, 
and I always refer to the league. and I ps,y a tribute to the 
man who championed the cause of peace, and nowhere East, 
We t, North, or South haye I eYer spoken and mentioned the 
league and ·woodrow Wilson that the men and women in the 
audience did not e:x:pres their appro•nl with appian ·e. So 
do not get it into your llend. that tbere is no ·sentiment in the 
country. for un international agreement looking to the promo
tion of oeace and the prevention of war. 

Gen. Grant knew what an awful and ·cruel thing war was, 
and one of the last thing. he eYer said was that we must have 
some sort of an international agreement by which disputes 
between nations may be arbitrated. Senators know w.lly the 
gun and ammunition maker do not want the ~ovenant of the 
League of Nations, do they not? .It is because that covenant 
has in it provisions for the arbitration of disputes betw-een 
nations nnd a }.u·oposal for disarmament. If we arbitrate, there 
will be no war, and if we cut dovm war equipment, then the 
inducement to .fight will not be present. So if we do either or 
both, the gun and ammunition makers will not make the money 
thE>y have mude, and th~y do ·not want any such prospect as 
that to appear in view. 

SE>nators, I think of the boys ~vho sleep this night in France; I 
thillk of t11e boys "-ho are crippled out at Walter Reed Hospital. 
I haYe seen them, God bles them! Some of them with both 
eyes gone; some of them witll 'half their faces torn away; some 
of tllem with b th 1egs gone; some with both leg and one arm 
~~ ' 

The e are the remnant· of the brave Army, who~e troop 
went out in po session of all their faculties ·and ·went over to 
fight in France for you and for me-to accomplish what? Not 
only to achie•e liberty and preserve our institutions ·and ,Pre
Yent a foreign foe from coming here, but to prevent the recur-

, renee of another such war. 
Here we are, more than two years after the armistice, mak

ing no effort at international peace, making no contribution to 
the readjustment or recon tTuction E>f a world rent and torn by 
war, passing a re olution that pleases nobody but the military 
rna. ters of Germany. Why? They said, " When you went to 
war with us sou accused us of high crimes; you wrote that in 
your .resolution; it is a severe indictment against the German 
GoYet·nment. We want you not only to say the war is at an 
end. but take that indictment off your books." 

Is that to be done? I· Germany to receive some sort of 
grateful remembrance for some of the votes you recei•ed last 
fal1? Bernstorff said, "We can look for no arrangement with 
America until a new President is elected. Then w:e shall have 
it." It looks as if he were a pretty good prophet, does .it not? 

Senators, a soldier who served in the World War talked to 
me this morning on my way to the office and said: "As an Ameri
can oldier, who served in France, I resent this .performnnce. 

· What did we .go to France for? .Are we not to set up some sm1; 

of .an institution looking to tlie promotion of peace and the 
prevention of war? Have we made all of our sacrifices in \ain? 
Has all this Yast sum of :money been expended for nothing? Is 
all of it to go up in smoke and nothing to be done looking 
toward protecting 11S .from anothe:r such catastrophe in the 
future?" 1 replied, "1 believ-e as you do. I am in favor of 
doing the thing necessary to prevent war." 

Mr. Pre ident, Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
have the votes to pass the resolution, and I am going to con
clude my remarks and not detain the Senate longer ; but this · 
question is not dead; do not belie\e that it ·is. The Senator 
from Mississippi spoke a parable to you when he told you there 
were millions of people who voted your ticket with the lln<ler
standing that they were going to work for the establishment 
of some sort of le~gue or association of nations that would 
seek to preYent war in the future. 

·wheneYer it is made clear to the American people tbat the 
Republican Party of this day i through with trying to cstnb· 
lish more cordial relations with the nations of the earth in the 
effort to establisll world peace they are going to be through 
with you. Evet·y time one of you gets up over there you J'efer 
to that 7,000.000 majority you .got. I r·eminded you once 
before that l\.Ir. Taft went in by a million majority .and went 
out by un'animous consent. [Laughter.] You keep up llie 
steady progress that you are making now in doing nothing of 
Yulue, and the Lord onl~r knows \vhat we will do to you e\·en 
in the next election. · 

The Americ::m people ure watching you. They are looking in 
upon the. situation here. They are seeing what you are doing 
and what rou are tr:yiug to do. 

1\fr. Pre-sident. let the vote on the re olution come. I want to 
see the day come, and' come speedily, when thi · Nation under 
God shall take her place, her rightful place, in the family of 
nation . I ~ant to see this great Kation. the richest of all t11e 
nations of the earth, take the lead. She is entitled to lead. She 
was leading. The leaders of the Republican Party threw down 
that leadership. I Ull1 in favor of getting .it ba.ck and letting 
.America take the place tbat she should take and hold in the 
estimation and .in the affections of the nations of the earth. 
I want the power of thi Government expressed, not in -anything 
that W'Ould alienate us from the nations of the earth, but in 
those t11ings that will bind us together in the bonds of inter
national peace. 

I vmllt the nations 0f the earth to love the United States ·as 
they did when the President left Paris with this treaty, coming 
home. No leader of any Government ever left a foreign capital 
so loved and esteemed by the nations of the world as Woodro"'<Y 
Wilson did when he started home. He is broken now; he is 
lame and halt, bnt he made hi:'l sacrifice. He -fought a good 
fight. He kept the faith. He struggled for peace, and the 
God of Peace, I believe will spare hlm ·to .,ee the Nation thnt 
he loved _yet take her place on the side of humanity, on the s:de 
of our boys as against the gun and bullet makers of the r·at:ou, 
011 the side of tho e ·who love peace and hate war, who hall 
work for righteousnes , the upbuilding and bettm:ment of man· 
kind. 

1\lr. STANLEY. Mr. President, were I seeking a imple parti
san advantage rather than the good of my country I should 
rejoice at this l1our. There is no do-qbt, no question of doubt. 
that tlle great majority of th£: American people, that the heart 
of the world, hungrily longs for ~orne concert among the pow
erful nations of the world for the establishment of peace and 
the abolition of war. The1·e is no doubt and no que tion of 
doubt that the great majority of the American people agreed 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LonGE] wben he de
clared that a slacker peace, that a eparate peace, that an under4 

standing by this Nation with Germany independent of antl dis· 
regardful of the rights of our allies, would be u thing of info my. 

To-day, at this hour, we can make a peace with Germany as a 
victor. Pass this joint Tesolution and you tie your hands, you 
gag your .mouths, you throw away ruthle ·sly, blinilly, madly, 
all that a hundred thoU&'lDd dead hase gained, that 200,00 
maimed have won, that 2,000,000 across the seas ha\e fought 
to gain. You have no rights that a neutral would not lWYe. You 
have no rights that -you would not have had had -you neYer 
spent a dollar and never sacrificed the life of a hero. 

This cene, this act, is tragic. It is pathetic. You are drunk 
with power, gentlemen, upon the other side. Whom the god 
wish to destroy -they first make mad ; and this act of sepurate 
peace with Germany is p-olitical madness. You -recant all tllat 
your leaders, with ·a .few exceptions, have said. You ,turn your 
backs upon the solemn pledges of your own candidate. You 
destroy the proud poSition earned by the blood and sacrifice of 
heroes, ami ·you place yourselves upon the leyel of conquered 
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Germany. When you are ready to ask a peace, it will not be as 
a conqueror but as an equal with the conquered. 

As a Democrat, I can rejoice at this act of consummate folly. 
As a patriot. I could weep for the stained honor of my country. 

The VICE PRESIDENT .• The first question is on the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNsEND] 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let the amendment be stated, so that 
the Senate may be adviseu as to its nature: 
· The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the 
first paragraph in the propo ed amendment of the committee 
and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That the state of war declared by Congress on .April 6, 1917, to ex
ist between the Imperial German Government and the Government and 
people of the United States of America is hereby declared at an end. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing 
to the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I only desire to say that that 
question was very carefully considered by the committee, and 
the committee decided that the direct method was the best. 

With all respect to the Senator ft;om Michigan, for whom I 
have great regard, I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. LonGE] has just expressed a hope that the amend
ment proposed by the Senator from Michigan shall not be 
agreed to, and has given for it one reason, and one reason only, 
to wit, that he and certain other Republican Senators care
fully considered it and concluded that it ought not to be adopted. 

l\Ir. LODGE. I gave other reasons th\s morning when I dis
cussed it, and I am not going to detain the Senate by making 

· a speech at this time. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Why ! I do not expect the Senator to do it. 

I do not want him to do it. It would not gratify my feelings 
if he did; but, Mr. President, I hope I am at liberty to say, in 
response to what the Senator said, to declare that although we 
may follow the unprecedented path of making a declaration of 
peace by congressional assertion or, rather, a recognition of 
the fact that peace already exists by congressional declaration, 
we shall not apologize by repeal for the immortal declaration 
which recited the crimes of Germany and declared that a state 
of war existed because of them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowNSEND] to the 
amendment of the committee, on which the yeas and nay have 
been clemaniled. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the rolL 
The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BALL (when his name was called). · I have a general 

pair with the senior Senator from Florida [1\!r. FLETCHER]. 
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
En ~sT] and will yote. I vote "nay." · 

1\Ir. BROUSSARD {when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosEs]. 
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
RANSDELL] and will vote. I vote " yea." 

Mr. DIAL (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PHIPPS]. I transfer 
that pair to the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] 
and will vote. I vote " yea." 

l\Ir. MYERS (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLEAN], who 
is absent. I am unable to obtain a transfer. and I withhold 
my vote. If at liberty to vote, I would vote " ·yea." 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). On this vote I 
am paired with the jpnior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KNox]. If he were present, he would vote "nay," and if I 
were at liberty to vote I would vote " yea.'' 

l\lr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). On this vote 
I am paired with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
HEED], who has been compelled to lea1e the Senate. If he were 
present, he would. vote "nay" and I would Yote "yea." 

1\!r. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Upon this vote 
I have a pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
KELLOGG]. If he were present, he would vote "nay" and I 
would vote "yea." I regret that I am unable to obtain a 
transfer. 

Mr. DIAL (when Mr. SMITH's name was called). My col
league [1\fr. SMITH] is detained on official business. He has a 
!)air with the Senator· from South Dakota [l\lr. STERLING]. 
If we were pre ent, he would vote " yea." 

1\fr. STERLING (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the Senator from South Carolina [1\Ir. SMITH]. 

I can transfer trat pair on the resolution itself, when it comes 
to a vote on that, but as to tl:le pending amendment to the 
amendment, not knowing how be would vote, I withhold my 
vote. If at liberty to vote, I would vote "yea." 

Mr. NEW (when the name of Mr. WATSON of Indiana was 
called). 1\Iy colleague [Mr. WATSON of Indiana] is absent on 
official busines~. If he were present he would vote "nay." 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATSON], 
whose absence has been announced. If he were present, as in
dicated, he would vote "nay." I very much regret my in
ability to vote because of this pair. If I could vote, I would 
vote "yea." 

Mr. KING (after having voted in the affirmative). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from North Dakota [M1·. 
McCUMBER]. I regret very much that he is absent, but in view 
of that fact I am compelled to withdraw my vote. It he were 
present he would vote" nay," and I should vote "yea." 

Mr. SHIELDS. I desire to announce the necessary absence 
of the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. W .ALSH]. He 
was unable to obtain a pair before he left. 

Mr. TRAl\IMELL. I desire to announce the unavoidable 
absence ()f my colleague, the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. 
FLETCHER]. He has a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. BALL]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote " yea " upon the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the pair of the senior 
Senator from New Jersey [l\Ir. EDGE] with the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. OwEN]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to announce the absence of the 
senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]. He has a pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [l\Ir. EDGE]. If the 
Senator from Oklahoma were present, he would vote " yea " on 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The result was announced-yeas 26, nays 44, as follows : 

.Ashurst 
Broussard 
Caraway 
Dial 
Gerry 
Glass 
Harris 

Ball 
Borah 
Brandt:' gee 
Bursum 
Cameron 

2~ffer 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dillingham 
Elkins 

YE.AS-26. 
Harrison 
Heflin 
Hitchcock 
Jones, N. l'tfex 
Kendrick 
McKellar 
Pittman 

Pomerene 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Stanley 
Swanson 
Townsend 

NAYS-44. 
Fernald 
France 
Frelinghuys~>n 
Gooding 
Hale 
Harreld 
Johnson 
Jones, Wash. 
Kenyon 
Keyes 
Ladd 

La Follette 
Len root 
Lodge 
McCormick 
McKinley 
McNary 
New 
Nicholson 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Odclie 

NOT VOTING-26. 
Calder Knox Overman 
Culberson McCumber Owen 
Edge McLean Pa~e 
Ernst Moses Phipps 
Fletcher Myers Ransdell 
Kellogg Nelson Reed 
King Newberry Simmons 

Trammell 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson, Ga. 
Williams. 

Penrose 
Poindexter 
Sho1·tridge 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanfield 
Sutherland 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Weller 
Willis 

Smith 
Sterling · 
Walsh, Mass. 
Watson, Tnfl. 
Wolcott 

So Mr. TowNSEND's amendment to the amendment of the 
committee was rejected. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDE~T. The Secretary will read the amend
ment to the amendment. 

The AssiSTANT SECRET.A.RY. On page 6, line 3, in the pro
posed amendment of the committee, strike out the word " and " 
and insert the word "or," so that it will read: 

That until by treaty or act or joint resolution of Congress it shall 
be determined otherwise, the United States of .America, although it 
has not ratified the treaty of Versailles, reserves for itself and its 
nationals all of the rights, powers, claims, privileges, indemnities, 
reparations, or advantages to which it and its nationals at·e or may 
become entitled, together with the right to enforce the same, under the 
terms of the armistice signed November 11, 1918, or any extensions or 
modifications thereof or otherwise. or which under the treaty of 
Versailles have been stipulated for its benefit. or fot· the benefit of its 
nationals, with the arne force and effect as if aid treaty of Ver~nilles 
had been ratified by the United States of Amel'ica, or to which the 
United States of America is OL' may become entitled as one of the 
principal allied and associated po,;ers. 

~1r. LODGE. As far as I have the power to do so, I accept 
that amendment to the amendment. I think it is u proper and 
necessary change in the wording. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment is agreed to. 

l\1r. KING. Mr. President, during the- day and in the course 
of the discussion of the pending joint resolution I called atten- . 
tion to three substitutes which I stated I mi=-j ofler for the 
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resolulion no under consideration. One of the propo ed· sub
stttut was- substantially that offered by the Senator from 
Miel1igan- [Mr. ToWNSEND], and which has just been voted· upon. 

It i · not neces ary for me further to discuss: the other sub-
i tut which I had to offer. In view of the manifest determi

nation of the ·majority to support with practical unanimity 
tll~ 're olution as it bas been reported by the committee·, and in 
view of. the fact that any substitute whfch might be offered 
wfiich woum cure the manifold errors, bi'Ollders, and wrongs, 
if uot crime , in the pending resolution would' be voted down, I 
shall not offer the amendments but shall content myself by 
voting againHt the resoluti-on which has- been reported from the 
COlllJ ni ttee~ 

'I'll VICE PRES1DEJ..ifr. The quesUen i on the committee 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment a.s amended '"as agreed to. 
Tll VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is . till as in 

Con11 1it tee of the Whore and open to amendment .. 
::Hr. LA FOLLETTE. l\-11'. President, I shall vote for· the 

r oTntion, becau e n ends the technical state of war existing 
at t h present time between the United States and Gernra:ny~ 
We ure oot makmg a treaty. Whe-never a. treaty is ma.d'e w:itil 
Germany it will be submitted to the .Senate,. and the Senate 
will ha'\"e its constitutional part in th~ making of' that treaty. 

'Whateve1· there may be fn tbiq resol'uti{)n outside ot tli~ 
effective· pa:rt which ends ·wnr I regar€1 as mePe m-plusage, 
and r here decl-are tbat tn any ote- I ma:y hereafter be privileged 
to make of re or'd upon any treaty which may hereafter be sub
miUecl I shull lwld myself free to exercise my judgment and 
-vote m ctm cienee with re pect to ifs terms a:nd its p1:ovisions 
whenever su~h treat:v may be suf>mJttecl to tl1-e Senate fo-r ratlft
catiun. 

...Jr. WOLCOTT. 1\tr. President, I do not prupose- to con-ume 
any time at a-fl in dis€ussing the resoluti-on. I had not in
ten{]ed to say a single wonl. I want the REcORD to make note 
of th fact as prominently as I can make it that I am opposed 
to this resolution. . 

r haYe a permanent 0 ·1' standing pair with the senior Se.naior 
freu Indiana [JUr. WATSDN]. In tlie column of naiD~s as they 
appt>:u• i:n the CoNGRESSION'AL ItEcono showing those wfio ~ote 
yetl. and tho e who vote nay, my name; by rea: on ef this' 
pair, will not appear. Tho inquirer, if he is at all interested in 
how I voted will have to examine tlle little p ra:traph after 
the roll call. I want omewhere in the REcoRD to appear, out-
ado of those formal natations. tile fact illat l am opposed to 

thi · resolution. To me it is n.eh a shocking thing; it bortle.m; 
on national disgrace to adopt it,. and I want the REcORD tO' show 
that I ::uR opp ·ed to it, illough my ru,une will oot appear in tOO 
roll call. 

The joint re ·olntion. wa reporte€l to the Senate as amended. 
:\fr. FRANCE. 1\fr. President, r desir.e to say ;Utactl I have 

long ueen per uaded that when we pa.s ed the peace resoluti:on 
we slwuld a:l o authorize the President to can aili international 
conference of the nations- to· deal with the great international 
problems confronting the world problems whieh eun not be 
sol'red by any individual nation. I aimouneed on yesterday 
that I woe.ld offer an amendment wh1eh '~ould authoriz-e the 
PresfUent to call an international conference looking to the 
innnguration of a coneert o:1l nations fmr su'Ch coopeml:tion. In 
view of the lateness of the hour and the finpossibility of dis
ens. ing ea-rlier the amendment which I wanted' to offer,. I have 
decided to offer my amendment at another tim , when. the~e 
wilT be: a fun opportunity for diseuss-ion. 'l'h refore I hall 
not offer my amendment now. 

l\Ir. l\IYER . Mr. President, when a joint resolution similar 
to th pending· joint resolution w~ diSJ;k>sed of Dy th~ S'enate 
about a year ago, I voted again ·t it. A.t that. time I had ome 
hep and thought that there might! yet be a chance for the 
United States to ratifr th-e treaty of Ver ailles and enter the 
League of Natrons. But that hope was: e:rtinguished' in my 
brea t by the result of the election last falL 

I have been from the beginning a very ardent, ea1·n:est, sin
cere and eonscientiou su;ppo-rter of the League. of Nattons~ and 
have been in fav01: of the United States entering it. I vo.ted 
to ratify it without reservations and with reservations. I voted 
to ratify when the President of the United States- sent it to 
the en te, and I voted to ratify it With ali the Lodge reserva
tions. I think there are few Members· ~ this body who have 
-votetl us often as I ha\e voted for the United Sta-tes to enter 
t:Re League of Nations. There are probably somewnere. be
tween half a dozen and a dozen, but no mot"e. 

:However, I consider that the verdfet of the people of the 
country last fall was against the ratification of that trea.t:sr~ I 
thinl~ r know a Getty~b11rg or a Waterloo.- wllen I purticlpafe in 

it on the losing ide. I can ee n hope of the United State~ 
1.-mifYi_ng that trea-ty a11c:t entering th League of Nations for a. 
good many years to come at any :uaite, if ever at an. 

It is said th-au v;re can make peace with G-ermany- and 
Austria by a ratification of a treaty of peacer but it is not in 
the power of Congress to do tha:t. Congress does not have the 
power of negotiating. pea.ea treaties-~ Tllat is for tb.e Chief 
Executive of the Nnited States, and no such proposaT has been 
made te u a.side from the one Pre ident Wilson ent us, which 
I am very sorry was not ratified. The present Chief Ex:e-cutive 
does not seem to have: any d1sposltion to place before this body 
a treaty of peace with Germany or with Austri-a; but, on the 
contrary~ has recommended this cour. e, and it appears to me 
it is- this course or no.thing. 

:Ef we reject t11ts joint resolution, how rong are> we to mam. 
tam the absurd a.nd grotesqu:e fiction of being at war with. 
Germ:my when e\eryone knows. we are not and when it is our. 
duty to retu:rn to a status of peace as soon as po ible? It' 
·eems to me if the joint resoLuUoiL ia not passed we are in~ 
terminably and inde.finttei-y to keep. up the absurd flcti.on of 
being at \'\TD!I" with Germany,.. when I believe- the woDld nee 

, peace and I believe the Unite<l States- needs peace. I beiiere 
've nee<l peace right now more th:'m anything else,.. and I belie\e 
itl is tfi duty of the United States to take the I ad in ma-king 
peace. ] believe that our eA.--:port trade would be vn.stly in- • 
crea ed if we pas ed the pending joint resofntion. 0ur export 
for l\1areh e:ft this year were $750,000,000 le thrul they were for 
March a year ago. lf ~ e pass- the joint resolution. I belie'\"e it 
will imp-rove our exp0rt trrn.de lilld will the ooner enable GeJr~ 
man;y- tp get on her feet ruid pay her reparations tn the Entente 
Allies, and in tu:rn the ooner enable them to pay us- hat they 
owe us or to pay fue intere t. on their debt at arry rate. There· 
fore I shall vote: for the passage· of the joint resolu-tion . 

Ml'. WILLlA...US. Mr-. President, I doubt nut mat ~ight after 
Christ ' a crucified seme o-:E his dise-iples or- the people wh 
thought they were his disciples gave him up ng a lost cau.se, 
but :n. remember- that with the resurreetiunj th~ enme- the 

. beginning. o:f the real battle between Christianity' and tlie world. 
I tlgtened witlr much attention to tbe Senator fi•-om Montnnu 
[Mr. MYER J, and 1l th.illk he is disposed to' act a little- like the 
early <liseotiraged! dise-ipJes. If the- seru~.toP thinks that the 
pvfncip!e of th Lettgne of Nations is dead,. he ha ma-d:e a 
mistake. 

lUr~ !IYERS. If the Si?nator will pardon me,. I ao not think 
the priueiple-is dead~ 

l\ir. WILL.l.AMS. The prin.eiple oil the League. o1l Na:twn 
itself will resurrect itself by the will of God~ tli God of peace 
and of humanity, and of God fnthe:rhood and of man brother
hood,. anxl i:t caill not be killed by a little election in the United 
States of America, a small part of one planet in one great 
ok'U· ys-tem, whieh ttsel'f i a small part of Gad's p1ro idence. 

l\11!_ MYERS. Mr~ Frestdent, will tfie enntor- yicl.-d to me 
moment? 

Mr. WILLIAM . Certainly~ 
Mr. :MYERS. I do not believe the princip1e i: dead, but I 

do not believe there is any mora prospec-t of revfving th.e ~ 
of NatioliS' m t.h:is country in tli~ ne:rt four years thrul there- i of 
reviving: the t·ight of secessioru in tlli country. 

M1.-. WILLIAMS. Soon ~r Christ was cruei:fied I d'oubt Rot 
that a. great many people sai€4 "After all the Sa:ddt"Leee · knew 
what they were doing; tM Pharisees- have acted wisely n ; and I 
know tha:t the IOOb fn Jerusale.I:J cried, "'Thanks to God in 
tile highe·st" to that conclusion. But,. Mr. President, there wn:s 
a. distingui lied Ame:rican a1imirai who, when bi ship wa 
sinldngr w~ asked whether he sunendered or not,. and he re.· 
plied, in ev-er mem rn.ble words" ' Pshaw! I have juS' b-ezrrn to 
tigllt." 

No man of wisdom expected a people tie-voted to- national 
isolation fo~- ove1· 100 year UJ)On the first occasion when the 
questiou was argued to decide- in fa'\"'or of 'taking a. commanding 
pant m t:..e politics ot the wo·rld and in the cause ot inter· 
rrationnl. brotherhood of man a:ll aver the wor:Id. I did: not ex~ 
peet i:t. J1 did net leave my plantation while the campaign 
going. on, beca-use I knew that the first decision m-ust neee 
sarily be adverse. It was contradicting the history of the 
people of the United States a.ndl seemingly contradicting the fac· 
tor of ir policie ; but I also knew then n:nd know now that 
there will. be a League of Nations to keep the peace o.f the 

orld) and t:h.att it will be- accompanied and effeetualiy ac:eo-m
pl1shed by something like a.rticle 10, with foree behind it to 
make government and diplomats keep the peace of the world. 

I frnow that the- good time JS coming when any nation on this 
earth which dare · make wmr without previously having ugreed 
to leave the controversy concerlling w-hich it goe to war to 
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some co·nsensus of world oprmon, being the consensus of the· 
organized civilized nations of the world, will itself become ·an 
outlaw, a public enemy to the entire civilized world, and will 
be trodden under foot like any · common criminal in the city of 
Washington is trodden under foot when he dares defy ·the law. 
It will become the law of nations that it shall be, as it is 
already the law of God, as it was . the law and will of ·Jesus 
Christ. Every Christian pr'ays for it ' every night, if he prays 
at all, when he says, " Thy will be done and Thy kingdom come 
on earth." 

I believe in the resurrection. I am not disturbed by · the 
crucifixion. You crucified Wilson and his wor~d cause, as you 
thought; and you think now that you crucified the Ca. use, but 
we have just begun to fight, and the cause will be an issue in 
American politics · until you and I are dead, unless it wins be
fore we die. You can not stamp it out, because you can not 
stamp out the will of God. You can not fight it down, because 
you can not tread down the eternal idea of the fatherhood of 
God and the brotherhood of man. You can not make it dead, 
sure enough, although it is apparently crucified, because you 
can not extinguish the eternal Word; " Peace on earth, to men 
good will." It is ·coming, and it is coming notwithstanding 
you or anybody else who cry now, as the other mob in Jerusa
lem cried, "Crucify Him, crucify Him, crucify Him," and after 

·the crucifixion said, " The Sadducees and the Pharisees and 
the Sanhedrim are right." 

There is a "God in history," and all the history of the world 
proves that His will has been prevailing more and more all the 
time, and a part of that will is that in a given State there must 
be a settlement of controversies by courts, and among pations 
a settlement of controversies by an international tribunal with 
will and power to enforce its decrees. We have now arrived 
at the point where we have begun to discuss the question that 
amongst the States themselves there must be the settlement of 
controversies by courts or by tribunals or by arbitration or by 
consensus of public international opinion. 

We have just begun the advocacy of a covenant for that pur
pose. The fight has just begun. America has been isolated for 
100 years. Thirty-one nations have said they want to do what 
we refused to do, because they have not been isolated and their 
national traditions were not in the teeth of what they wanted 
to do, while what was proposed to be done teas in the teeth of 
our own history. We have to convert the unconverted, but it 
is coming; it is coming as surely as the sun's rays are coming 
out some time, no matter how long they . may be under the 
clouds; it is coming as surely as the dawn will come, no matter 
how long the night. 

It_ is coming in spite of German and Irish and Fiume-Italian 
and some mistaken real American votes of a foolish and passiug 
generation. 

It is corning just as surely as man's impulses are for goocl 
and not for bad, as surely as the survival of the fittest amongst 
men is not the survival of the strongest or most cruel or most 
poisonous as among beasts; but is the survival of the most 
humane, the most human, the most manlike, and, therefore, the 
most godlike-the fittest for men and God. 

I scorn the idea that the fight is lost. I scorn every proposi
tion to the effect that there is any good cause in the world 
which is permanently a lost cause. It can not be. The right 
element in any cause must be finally gained because God reigns. 
The right is bound to prevail. I am glad that Hoover and I am 
glad that Hughes are in the Cabinet. If there is the slightest 
degree of intellectual honesty or consistency in either one of 
them; · if there be such elements about them-and I hope there 
are--that they will gradually guide the President of the United 
States into a course which will be more and more, day by day, 
in unison with the principles announced in the League of Na
tions. I do not care what else is in a league of nations to keep 
peace among men except those two thi.pgs; that there shall be 
an international agreement to that effect, and that there shall 
also be a further agreement that the agreement itself shall be 
enforced by force-holy and unstinted force-military, naval, 
economic, whatever is necessary, to make a criminal and outlaw 
nation keep the peace. It is coming; it must come. , I believe 
it or else instead of being theistical I would become atheisticaL 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, a few moments ago an 
amendment to the amendment proposed by me was adopted by 
unanimous consent. I think it is necessary to have the same 
amendment in that part of the treaty referring to Austria. 
Therefore I move to amend, on page 8, in line 12, by striking out 
the word " an'd " and inserting the word " or." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment is agreed to. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment as amended. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Let it be read. 

The amendment as am-ended was read, as follows: -
Resolved, etc., That the joint resolution of Congress passed April 6 

1917, declaring a state of war to exist between the Imperial Germa~ 
Government and the Government and people of the United States of 
Allleri~a, and making provisions. to prosecute the same, · be, and the 
!~m:n~~ hereb!, repealed, and sa1d state of war is hereby declared at 

That all property of the Imperial German Government, or its sue-· 
cessor or successors, and of all..German nationals which was on April 6, 
1917, 1n, or has since that date come into, the possession or under 
con.trol of the Government of the United States of America, or of any 
of 1ts officers, agents, or employees, from any source or by any agency 
whatsoever, shall be retained by the United States of America, and no 
disposition thereof made except 'as shall have been heretofore or spe
cifically hereafter shall be provided by · Congress, until such time as the 
German Government has, by treaty with the United States of America; 
ratification whereof is to be made by and with the advice and consent1 

of the Senate, made suitable provisions for· the satisfaction of all claims 
against the German Government of all persons, wheresoever domiciled, 
who owe permanent allegiance to the United States of America and 
who have suffered, through the acts of German Government or its 
agents since July 31, 1914, loss, damage, or injury to their persons or 
property, directly or indirectly, whether through the ownership of 
shares of stock in German, American, or other corporations, or in' 
consequence of hostilities or of any operations of war, or other.wise, 
and also provisions grantin~ to persons owing permanent allegiance 
to -the United States of A.menca most-favored-nation treatment, whether 
the same be national or otherwise, in all matters affecting residence, 
business, profession, trade, navigation, commerce, and industrial prop
erty rights, and confirming to the United States of America all fines, 
forfeitures, penalties, and seizures imposed or made by the· United. 
States of America during the war, whether in respect to the property 
of the German Government or German nationals, and waivin~ any and 
all pecuniary claims based on events which occurred at any time before 
the coming into force of such treaty, any existing treaty between the 
United States of America and Germany to the contrary notwithstanding. 

That until by treaty or act or joint resolution of Congress it shall be 
. determined otherwise, the United States of America, although it has 
not ratified the treaty of Versailles, reserves for Itself and its nationals 
all of the rights, powers, claims, privileges, indemnities, reparations, 
or advantages to which it and its nationals are or may become entitled, 
together with the right to enforce the same, under. the terms of the 
armistice signed November 11, 1918, or any extensions or· III,odifications 
thereof or otherwise, or which under the treaty of Versailles have 
been stipulated for its benefit or for the benefit of its nationals, with 
the same force and effect as if said treaty of Versailles bad been 
ratified by the United States of Americn., or to which the United States 
of America is or may become entitled as one of the principal allied and 
associated powers. 

That the joint resolution of Congt·ess approved December 7, 1917, 
declaring that "a state of war exists between the Imperial and Royal 
Austro-Hungarian Government and the Government and the people of 
the United States of America, and making provisions to prosecute the 
same," be, and be same is hereby, repealed, and said state of war is 
hereby declared at an end. · 

That all property of the Imperial and Royal Austro-Hungarian Gov
ernment, or its successor or successors, and of all nationals of the 
Austrian Empire or the Kingdom of Hungary which was on April 6, 
1917, in or has since that date come into the possession or under the 
control of the Government of the United States of America or of any of 
its officers, agents, or employees from any source or by any agency 
whatsoever, shall be retained by the United States of America and no 
disposition thereof made, except as shall have been heretofore or specif
ically hereafter shall be provided by Congress, until such time as the 
Austrian Government has by treaty with the United States of. Amer·ica, 
ratification whereof is to be made by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, made suitable provisions for the satisfaction of all ,claims 
against the A-ustrian Government of all persons, wheresoever domiciled, 
who owe permanent allegiance to the United States of America, and 
who have suffered through the acts of the Austrian Government or its 
agents since July 31, 1914, loss, damage, or injury to their persons or 
property, directly or indirectly, whether through the ownership of 
shares of stock in Austrian. American, or other corporations, or in con
sequence of hostilities or of any op<'rations of war · or otherwise, and 
also provisions granting to persons owing permanent allegiance to t he 
United States of America most-favored-nation treatment, whether the 
same be national or otherwise, in all matters affectina r esidence, busi
ness1 pr·ofession, trade, navigation, commerce, and industrial property 
right:s, and confirming to the United States of America all tines for
feitures, penalties, and seizures imposed or made by the United States 
of America during the war, whether in respect to the property of the 
Austrian Government or nationals of the Austrian Empire, and waiv
ing any and all pecuniary claims based on events which occurred at any 
time before the coming into force of such >trea ty, any existing treaty 
between the United States of America and .austria to the contrary not
withstanding. 

That until by treaty or act or joint resolution of Congress it shall be 
determined otherwise, the United States of America, although it bas 
not ratified the treaty of St. Germain or the treaty of Trianon, reserves 
for it elf and its nationals all of the rights, powers, claim , privileges, 
indemnities, reparations, or advantages to which it and its nationals 
are or may become entitled, together with the right to enforce the same 
under the terms of the armistice signed November 3, 1918, or any ex
tensions or modifications thereof. or otherwise, or which under the 
treaty of St. Germain or the treaty of Trianon have been stipulated for 
its benefits or 'for the benefit of its nationals with the same force and 
effect as if said treaty of St. Germain and the treaty of Trianon bad 
be~ . ratified by the United States of America, or to which the United 
States of America is or may become entitled as one of the principal 
allied and associated powers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third. 

reading, and was read the third time. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the joint 

res..olution pass? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for the yeas and nays on the pas

sage of the joint resolution. 
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The yea ami nays ·were ordered, and the Assistant Secretary 

proceeded to call the rolL 
:1\l'r. BALL (when his name wns called). l\laking tile same 

announcement as to my pair and its transfer as on the pret"ious 
vote, I Yote "~-ea." · 

1\Ir. BROUSSARD (when his name -was called). I haYe a 
pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [1\Ir. MosEs]. 
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Louisiana [1\fr. 
RAN DELL] and -vote "nay." 

1\Ir. DIAL (when his name was called). I ha-ve· a pair with 
the Senator from Colorado [1\ir. PHIPPS]. I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Texas [1\Ir. CULB~so~] and vote "nay." 

Mr. TRAl\11\lELL (when ,1\lr. FLETCHER's name was called). 
I desire to announce the unaYoidable absence of my colleague, 
the senior Senator from Florida {l\Ir. FLETCHER]. He has a 
pair 'vith the Sena_tor from Delaware [1\lr. BALL]. If my col
league were present, he would Yote " nay." 

l\Ir. l\IYEHS (when· his name was called). I ha"Ve a pair 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 1\lcLEAN]. I am in
formed, howe"Ver, that if he were present he would "Vote as I 
intend to \ote. I therefore feel at liberty to \ote, and vote 
"yea." 

Mr. ~"ELSON (when his name was called). On this question 
I have a pair -with the junior Senator from Pennsyl"Vania [1\Ir. 
KNox]. If be were present, he would vote " yea,'' and if I 
were at liberty to \ote I should \ote "nay." 

1\Ir. OVERl\fAN (when his name was called). At the earnest 
solicitation of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED], who was 
obliged to lea\e the city, I agreed to pair with him on this -vote. 
If he were present, he would "Vote " yea " and I should t'ote 
"nay.' 

1\Ir. Sil\11\IONS (when his name was called). I ha"Ve a gen· 
eral pair with the jup.ior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. KEL· 
LOGG], who is unavoidably absent. If he were present, he would 
vote" yea," and if I were at liberty to vote I should >ote "nay." 

1\Ir. DIAL (when the na~ of l\1r. SMITH was called). I de
sire to announce that my colleague [l\Ir. SMITH] is detained on 
official business. He has a pair with the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. STERLING]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote "nay." 

1\Ir. STERLING (when his name was called). Announcing 
my 11air as on the previous \Ote, I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Vermont [1\Ir. PAGE] and vote "yea." 

1\Ir. Sil\Il\IONS (when the name of 1\Ir. WALSH of 1\fassachu
setts was called). I am requested to announce that the. Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] is unavoidably absent. I am 
advised that if he were present he would \ote "yea." 

1\Ir. J\TFJW (when the name of 1\fr. 'VATso~ of Indiana was 
called). I am requcgted to announce the absence of my col
league [1\lr. WATtlON of Indiana] on official business. He is 
paired with the Senator from Delaware [l\1r. Wolcott]. If 
present and permitted to vote, my colleague would \ote "yea·;• 

1\Ir. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). As just stated 
by his colleague.~ I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Indiana [1\Ir. WATSON], who would Yote as announced. Under 
the oLligations of that pair, I am not permitted to \ote. If at 
liberty to Yote, I should vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
1\Ir. KING (after having \Oted in the negati're). I very 

mucll regret that I am compelled to withdraw my vote. I have 
a general pair "ith the senior Senator from North Dakota [1\Ir. 
1\1c01JMBER]. Being unable to secure a transfer, I am compelled 
to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. STANLEY. I desh·e to announce that the Senator from 
Texa. [l\1r. CuLBERSON], under a transfer, stands paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [l\ir. PHIPPS]. If present and at 
liberty i-o "Vote, the Senator from Texas would vote " nay." 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I am requested to announce the absence 
of the. senior Senator from Oklahoma [1\Ir. OwEN] on account 
of important business. He is paired with the Senator from 
New Jersey [l\Ir. EDGE]. If he were present, the Senator from 
Oklahoma would vote " nay." 

l\Ir. BRO SSARD. The senior Senator from Louisiana [l\Ir. 
RANSDELL] requests me to make the announcement that he is 
una"Voidably detained. If he were present, be would vote 
"nay." 

1\Ir. CURTIS. I desire to announce the absence of the Sen
ator from Kentucky [Mr. ER;\"'ST], on account of illness in his 
famil~·. and that if present he would vote for the joint resolu-
tion. . 

I also desire to announce that the Senator from New York 
[Mr. CALDER] is necessarily absent, and if present would vote 
for the joint resolution. He has a general pair with the Sen
ator from Georgia [l\1r. HARms]. 

LXl--55 

I desire further to announce that the Senator from Kew 
Hampshire [l\1r. l\1osEs], the Senatot· from Colorado [1\Ir. 
PHIPPS], and the Senator from Kew Jersey [1\lr. EDGE] are 
unaYoidably absent. If present, they wonld \Ote for the joint 
resolution. 

I desire also to announce that the Senator from Yermont [l\fr. 
PAGE] is necessarily absent. If present, he would \Ote for the 
joint resolution . . 

The i·esult was announced-yeas 49, nays 23, as follows: 

Ball 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Bursum 
Cameron 
Capper · 
Colt 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dillingham 
Elkins 
Fernald 
France 

Ashurst 
Broussard 
Caraway 
Dial 
Gerry 
Glass 

YEAS-49. 
Frelingh ursen 
Gooding 
Hale 
Harreld 
Johnson 
Jones, Wash. 
Kenyon 
Keyes 
Ladd 
La Follette 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McCormick 

McKinley 
McNary 
Myers 
New 
Nicholson 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Oddie 
Penrose 
Poindexter 
Shields 
Shortridge 
Smoot 

NAYS-23. 
Barris McKellar 
Harrison Pittman 
Heflin Pomerene 
Hitchcock Robinson 
Jones, N.Mex. Sheppard 
Kendrick Stanley 

NOT VOTING-24. 
Calder KK1n'n

0
gx Newberry 

Culberson Overman 
Edge McCumber Owen 
Ernst McLean Page 
Fletcher Moses · Phipps 
Kellogg Nelson Ransdell 

So the joint resolution was passed. 

Spen<.er 
Stanfield 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson, Ga. 
Weller 
WilliS 

Swanson 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Walsh. Mont. 
Williams 

Reed 
Simmons 
Smith 
Walsh, Mns, . 
Watson, Ind. 
Wolcott 

The title was amended so as to read: "A joint resolution re
pealing the joint resolution of April 6, 1917, declaring a state 
of war to exist between the United States and Germany, and 
the joint resolution of December 7, 1917, dedaring a state of 
-war to exist between the United States and the Imperial and 
Royal Aush·o-Hungarian Government, and for other purposes." 

EMERGENCY TARIFF. 
Mr. PE.N"ROSE. 1\Ir. President, I am directed by the Com· 

mittee on Finance to report back to the Senate with an amend· 
ment and with t:b.e recommendation that it pass the bill (H. R. 
2435) imposing temporary duties upon certain agricultural 
products to meet present emergencies, and to provide revenue; 
to regulate commerce with foreign countries; to prevent dump
ing of foreign merchandise on the markets of the United States; 
to regulate the value of foreign money; and for other purposes. 
I also submit a report (No. 16) thereon. 

I desire to inform the Senate that I shall endea,or to call 
the measure up for consideration either on l\1onday or at the 
latest on Tuesday of next week, the pui·pose being to expedite 
its consideration and passage as rapidly as may be. 

The ·VICE PRESIDE:NT. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 
1\fr. DILLINGRA.l\1, from the Committee on Immigration, to 

which was referred the bill (H. R. 4075) to limit the ilnrnigra
tion of aliens into the United States, reported it with an amend
ment in the nature of a substitute and submitted a report (No. 
17) thereon. 

AD~OUB;\"'MENT. 

l\1r. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o'clock and 23 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, l\Iay 2, 1921, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, Aptil30, 19~1. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera l\Iontgomery, offered tile fol· 

lowing prayer : 

Almighty God, all is well: Therefore we lift our hearts to 
Thee in commop thanksgit"ing, and bless Thee for daily carE'. 
Gladden every life, and direct us with a gentle constraiut to 
bear and forbear. Fill our land with peace and contentment, 
and abide with our President. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. 
Amen. ' 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday -was read au<1 ap. 
pro"Ved. 
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MESSAGE 'FRO'll 'l'HE 'SENATE. 

.A. message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its derks, 
announce<} that the Senate had pas..~d bills of the foll•)wing 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 

· was req nested : 
S. 78 . .An act authorizing th-e appointment of an additional 

judge for the district of North Dakota; 
S. 1077. An act to -authorize the payment of $5,000 to tlie 

Government of Japan for the benefit of the family of Tora
hachi Uratake, a Japanese subject, killed at Schofield Barracks, 
Hawaii, on November 25, ~915; and 

S.1078. An act to authorize the payment of $2,000 to the 
GoYernment 'Of Japan for the benefit of the family of Tatsuji 
Saito, .a ..Japanese subject, killed ~t Camp Geronimo) A!exieo', 
~lay 25, 191G. 

SENATE m:LLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the f Uowing 
titles were taken from the .Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated · below: 

S. 78. ~<\...n act authorizing the appointment of an additional 
judge for the district of North Dakota; to the Committee on 
the Judic.i.al:y. 

S. 1077. An act to authorize the payment of $5,000 to the 
Government of Japan for the benefit of the family of Tora
llachi Uratake, a Japanese subject, killed at Schofield Barracks, 
Hawaii, on November 25, '1915; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

S.1078. An act to authorize the payment of $2,000 to the 
Go>..ernment of Japan for 'the benefit . of the family of Tatsuji 
Saito, a Japanese subject, killed at Cam-p 'Geronimo, .Mexico, 
~lay 25, 1916; to.the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

BRIDGE ACRO~S :MA.HONING .RIVER, OHIO. 

The SPEAKER. The gentl-eman from Connecticut 1Mr. TIL
soN] will please resume the chair • 

Acc-ordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the futller considera· 
tion of the bill H. R. 5010, the Army .appropriation bill, with 
l\fr. TILSON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Wh'Oie 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the Army appropriation bill. The Clerk will report it by 
title. · 

The Clerk read -a.s follows-: 
A ''bill (H. R. .5010) making appropriations for the support ol the 

Army 'for the fiscal year .ending J"une 30, 1922, and for other purposes. 

The 'CHA.IR.M.A.N. The ,Plet·k will proceed ~·ith the reading 
of the bill for runendinent. 

The Clerk read as foU<H\'S : 
AIR SERVICE. 

For creating, maintaining, am:l :o-perating at established flying schools 
and balloon -schools couTSes of instrn.ction for officers students and 
~lsted. men, includ.i.Lg cost ·of equipment and supplies necessary lor 
mstruct10n, purchase of tools, equipment, materials, machines text
books, bo.oks of reference, E'cientific and professional papers instru
ments, and materials for theoretical and practical instruction· for 
maintenanee, re-pair, storage., and operation of airship , war ball'oo-ns 
and other aerial ma.cbines. i£.cluding instruments. materials, gas plants' 
hangars, and repair shops, and appliances of eva-y ·sort and description 
necessary for the operation, constructlon., or equipment of .all types of 
.aircraft ; and all necessary spare parts a:nd -equipment connected -there
with; for purchase of supplies f.or seeuring., develo-ping, printing, and 
reproducing -photographs in connection with aerial photography; im
pr.ovement, equipment, m.aiDtenanee, and opexation of plants for testing 
and experimental work, and procuring and introdnci~ water electric 
light an~ power, gas .a.n~ sewerage, including, maintenance,. operation. 
and repai.r of such utilities at such plants; for the acquisition of land 
or interest in land by pmebase, lease, -or condemnation Where nect' sary 

Mr. COOPER of 'Ohio. 1\lr. Speaker, 1 move to 
the Speaker's table Senate bill 407. 

to explore for, proerue, or reserve helium gas. and al o for the pur
chase, manufacture, construction, ..m.ai.ntenance, and operation of plants 
for the production thereof and experimentation therewith; salaries and 

take from wages of civilian employees as may be neeessary, and payment of their 
traveling and {)tber necessary upenses as authorized by existing ~aw · 

Tlle SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves to take 
from the Speaker's table Senate bill 407, a similar House 'bill 
having been reported from the committee. The Clerk will re
port it. 

The ~clerk read :as follows: 
An act (S. 407) granting the consent of Congress to the Trumbull 

Steel Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and 
<lperate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Mahoning River, 
m the State oi Ohio. 
Be it enacted, eta., That the consent of Cong1·ess is .hereby granted 

-to the Trumbu11 Steel 'Co. and its successors and assigns to construct, 
maintain, and operate, n.t a point suitable to the interests of r.a'vig.a
tion, a bridge and approaches thereto aero s the Mahoning River. 
near the city of Warren, jn the COlPltY of Trumbnll, .in the State .of 
Ohio, in accordance with the provisions .of the act entitled "An act 
to regulate the construction of bri.(lges over navigable waters," ap

experimental jnvestigation and purchlfse and development of new types 
of aircraft, accetssories thet·eto, .a.n4 a-viation engines, including patents 
and other rights thereto,. :and ~ plans, drawings, and peei.ficati-ons 
thereof ; for the purchase. manufacture, and -construction of airships 
balloons, and other aerial machines, including instruments. gas plants' 
hangars, and repair shops, and appliances of every sort and descli'ption 
necessary for the operation, construction, or ~qnipment of all types of 

proved March 23, 1906. 
SEc. 2. That the right to 

aircraft. and all .necessary spare parts n.nd equipment -connected there
with; for the purehase. manufacture, and issue of special clothing 
wearing apparel, and ·similar -equipment for aviation purposes · for ali 
necessary expenses connected with the sale or disposal of smplus or 
obsQl-ete aeronautical -equipment, and the rental of buildings, and other 
facilities for the handling or storage of such equipment; for the serv
ices of such consulting engineers at experimental stations of the Air 
Service as the 'Secretary or War may deem neCE>_ssary, including m ces
sary traveling expenses; purchase of special :apparatus and appliances 
repairs and .replacements of same used in connection with speciai 
scientific medical ·research in tlle Air Service; for printing and bindin.,. 
including "SUpplies, equipment, and repairs fo.r such Air Service printin"',; 
;plants outside of the District of Columbia as may be authorize() j;} 

alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby accordance. with law; ~o.r publications, station libraries, special fru·ni-
ture, SUI>Plles, and eqmpment for offices, shops, and laboratories · for 
np.e<.1al seryices, including the salvaging o1 wrecked aircraft, $19.~00,· 
000: Promaed, That :not to exceed $4,000,000 from this appropriation 
may be expended Ior pay and expenses of civilian employees other than 
"those employed in experimental and research work ; not exceeding 
.$250)000 may be expended :fo1· experimentation conservation, and pr-o
ductiOn of helium ; not exceeding $4.300.000 may be expended fo1· ex
perimental and research work with airplanes or lighter-than-air c.raft 
and their equipment, including the pay of necessary civilian em· 
_ployees; ..not exeeeding $500,000 may be expended for the production 
of lighter-than-air equipment; and DOt exceeding $350,0.00 mav be ex
pended for improvement o:f stations, hangars, and gas plants : Prov ided. 
further, That not less than 5,500,(){)0 shall be expended 1'{}1' the produc
tion .and vnr.cb.use of ~ew :airplanes and their equipment, '5Pn.re parts, 
n.nd accessories: Provtd.ed further, That claims not exceeding $250 in 

expressly -reserved. 
l\1r. \V .A.LSH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH. Was the House bill reported before the Senate 

bill came o-ver.! 
l!Ir. COOPER of Ohio. It was. Mr. Speaker, if I may have 

the attention of the House for just a moment, I wish to say 
that this seems like an ins.ignificant bill, but it is of·very vital 
importance to one of the great manufacturing industries of my 
district. This bill is similar to one whch bas been reported 
by the Committee on Interstate 'and Foreign Commerce .and 
is the first bill on the Rouse -calendar, No.2. I will appreciate 
1t very much if the House c.an consider this bill ·and _pass it at 
this t ime. 

The SPEAKER. 
bill. 

. amount for damages to persons anrl private property resulting from 
the operation of aircraft at home and abroad may be settled out of 
the f::nnds appropriated hereunder. wh-en each claun Js substantiated 
hy a survey .report of a board of officers appointed by tbe commanding 
officer of the nearest avlation post, and approved by the Chief of Air 

The question is on the third reading of the Service: P1·ovidea fttrffter_, That 'Claims so settled and paia from the 
sum .hereby appropriated shall not ~exeeed in the aggregate t1re sum of 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, and was read 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The -question is on the passage of the bill. 
'l~he question was taken, and the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. CooPER of Obio, a motion -to reconsider the 

vote whereby the bill was passed was laid 'On th-e table. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the similar House bill 

is lai<l on the table. 
There was no objection. 

ARMY A'PPROPRIATION BILL. 

$1.0,000 : Pt·ovided furtiHw, That section 3648. Revi ed Statutes, ..shall 
not apply to .subscriptions for 1oreign and professi-onal newspapers and 
peri'()dJeals to be paia for from this appropriati-on : A.nd provided fur
tfler, That the 'Secretary of War 'is authotized to pay out of funds 
appropriated for the Air Service of the .Army for the .fiscal year 1-920 
the sum of $1,079.02 to .Frank D. Kohn for the use and occupation, 
for the p1!riod fr<~m J'u1y 1, 1919, to January 9, 192{), of the lands 
:u·pon which the. .Air Service engine and plane r-epair dQPot is .now 
loeat~ near the city of Montgomery4 Ala.. 

l\Ir. SISSON. 1\fr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 'for the pnrp.ose <Of .askin.g the cbairmun of the committee 
~ question. 

The CHAIRl\Li\.N. The gentleman from Mississippi mo-res to 
Mr. ANTHONY.. .Mr. Speaker, I .move tbat the Rouse resolve strike out the last word. 

itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Mr. ·srssoN. On page 1..3, line 25, with J'eference to the pay. 
Union for the further consideration of the Army appropriation I ment of -claims, after the words "Chief -of Air Sen'iee,'' does 
bill. not the gentleman think the • ror Js " .and the nppr-o"al <lf the 

The motion was agreed to. Secretary of War" should be .added? 
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1\lr. ANTHONY. The sum is so small, $250, that it was not to have uniform methods of accounting of these expenditures, 

thought necessary. I remember that question came up at the so that we can arrive at a proper comparison as to costs of both 
time that section was considered in the committee, but we branches of the service. 
thought it probably was not worth bothering the Secretary of l\1r. Al'THONY. I think I can give the gentleman the figures 
'Yar about. he asked for. There are 8,000 enlisted men in the Air Service, 

l\1r. SISSON. My recollection is not distinct as to what ac- ! and estimating their annual average cost at $2,000 each, that 
tion occurred in the committee with reference to the matter, would make $16,000,000 for the enlisted personnel. For the com- · 
but I recollect that we discussed it, and my indistinct recollec: missioned personnel, figuring 1,200 officers at an average of 
tion is that we agreed that absolutely no harm would be done $3,000 "\Yould give us $3,600,000, making about $19,600,000, in 
to haYe the approval of the Secretary of War. ThiS woul1 addition to the amount appropriated in this bill as total cost of 
be a special safeguard to the appropriation in the event ther·e Air Service, which would be very nearly the $40,000,000 •Jf 
were a great many of these claims. Or in the eYent there was which the gentleman spoke. 
any abuse of the power vested here in the Chief of the Air l\fr. HICKS. The cost of subsistence would have to be added. 
SerYice I still think that that at least would be a safeguard, and Mr . .ANTHONY. That is included in the $2,000 per man. 
as long as it is not abused of course it would rarely, if ever, Mr. HICKS. I thank the gentleman. Now, one other qnes-
come to the Secretary of ·war. · tion. Does this bill contemplate increasing the number of air 

l\Ir. ANTHONY. The gentleman desires to add the words stations throughout the country? 
"and the Secretary of War"? Mr. ANTHONY. No; it contemplates diminishing them, be-

Mr. SISSON. Yes. cau e under the appropriations for the Air Service they will 
l\l1·. ANTHONY. I think that would be acceptable. have to cut off a number of stations that are now being 
l\.fr SISSON. Mr. Chairman I moYe that after the words operated. 

"Chi~f of Air Service," on li~e 25, page 13, there be ad·Jell Mr. HICK~. Bu~ there. is n_o limit fi;x:ed by the ~ill to the 
"and the Secretary of War." number of Au· Sernce sta~w~s m the Umted States, IS there? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment Mr. ANTHO~"'Y. No; 1t 1s left to the War Department to 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi. work out a suitable plan under the amount appropriated in 

The Clerk read as follows: the b_ill. 
Amendment offered by Mr. Srsso~: Page 13, line 25, after the words 

.. Chief of .Air Service," add the words "and the Secretary of War." 

The CHAIRMAN. '.rhe question is on agreeing to the ainend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\fr. HICKS. l\fr. Chairman, I move to strike out ·the last 

two words, for the purpose of asking the chairman of the com
mittee a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Xe\Y York ruo>e. to 
strike out the last two worllS'. _ 

1\lr. HICKS. Can the chairman of the committee give us 
any information as to the total cost of aviation in the Army? 
Bv " total cost " I mean not merely what we have given under 
tlli~ special head of "Aviation," but the total cost, including 
pay, subsistence, and other items really chargeable to aviation, 
but included in other appropriations rather than the subhead 
".Aviation." 

l\Ir . .ANTHONY. We have not the total figures, but taking 
officers and enlisted men who are carried under " Pay of the 
Army," of course it will amount to very large figures and run 
the total Yery much higher than the $19,000,000 apparent in 
this paragraph. 

l\Ir. HICKS. Does it approximate something like $45,000,000, 
probably? 

l\Ir. ANTHONY. No; it would not run that high. 
l\fr. HICKS. It would probably go to $40,000,000? 
Mr. ANTHONY. No. It would probably go to $28,000,000 or 

$30,000,000, in my opinion. 
Mr. HICKS. I rather think the gentleman will find, if he 

puts in all these items that might be charged to aviation, that 
they will run approximately to $40,000,000. l\1y purpose in 
asking the question was to find out if possible what aviation 
is costing the Government. In the Navy we are subdividing 
those charges in an endeavor to bring together all the items 
chargeable against aviation, and we have been somewhat sur
pri ed at the grand total of that sum. It runs far in excess, 
of course, of what is carried in the bill under the title of 
"Aviation." and it will run probably in the Navy for the last 
year close to $30,000,000; and I imagine in the Army it will 
run probably five or ten millions higher than that. I want to 
say, however, that some of the items chargeable to aviation 
perhaps are really charges that run against the whole naval 
service and should not be charged against aviation. 

1\lr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, wm the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 
1\lr. GREENE of Vermont. Does the gentleman think it safe 

bookkeeping to charge as a part of the special items of expense 
the overhead carried in the Army in that way, regardless of 
the particular activity in which the officers and enliSted men 
are employed, whose employment might be in some other field 
if it were not in this' 

Mr. HICKS. Personally, Mr. Chairman, I agree with the 
gentleman from Vermont [1\Ir. GREENE]. I do not think that the 
pny and subsistence of aviators and ground men whose salaries 
come out of the pay of the Army should be chargeable to avia
tion ; but in the Navy we are doing that, and I think we ought 

l\Ir. HICKS. As a matter of fact, is the Army reducing its 
number of air stations ·in the entire country? 

Mr. ANTHONY. They have been cutting off quite a number. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\1r. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

last two or three words, for the purpose of asking the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. ANTHONY] a question or two. · 

I desire to ask the gentleman from Kansas whether or not in 
the consideration of this appropriation for the Air Service it 
was considered that any part of this appropriation should be 
expended for aircraft in the National Guard or reserve forces? 

l\1r. ANTHONY. It was not so intended. 
l\1r. McKENZIE. And it is not intended that any part of it 

shall be used for that purpose? 
Mr. ANTHONY. We intended that the reserve forces should 

use the stations and the machines of the Air Service during 
their 15 days' training, but beyond that we did not figure ou 
any outside use of the aircraft, and I think the sentiment of the 
committee is rather opposed to equipping the National Guard 
with air units. 

Mr. McKENZIE. My purpose in asking this question was 
simply to call the attention of Members of. the House to what 
seems to be the entering wedge of a policy of the 'Var Depart
ment to launch the National Guard and the reserve forces of 
our country in the Aircraft Service. In my judgment, which 
may not be worth much, it would be a very grave mistake. F or 
instance, if we give aircraft to th~ National Guard of New York, 
we will have to give aircraft to tl1e National Guard of Wyoming 
when it is organized, and we will have to give it to Illinois and 
all of the other States, so that there would be no end to the ex
penditure of money, but as a practical military asset, in my 
judgment, it would be worth very little. · 

Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 
Mr. SISSON. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that 

the subcommittee entertained exactly the idea that he is express
ing, and I am very glad be is making the statement now, so that 
it will appear in the RECORD, that it is not the intention of the 
subcommittee, nor is there anything in this bill which warrants 
the extending of the Air Service to the National Guard of the 
various States. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I want to say further that my questiou 
was prompted by some information that has come to the sub
committee, of which I am a member, in trying to get an inYen
tory of the real estate belonging to the Military Establishment, 
and in a number of instances I find that air fields or flying fields 
are recommended for retention for use by the National Guard 
and the reserve forces of the Army, and I hope that the War 
Department will take notice of the fact that Congress does not 
feel that it would be wise at this time to engage in that sort of 
expenditure. 

Mr. MAcGREGOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Yesterday, yielding to the seductive charm of my 
friend, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT], the mi
nority leader, I made a concession which I think was too 
broad, in which he made me to appear to concede that the 
previous administration was entirely honest and perfectly 
~quare. [Laughter.] 
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1\Ir. SANDERS of Indiana. I should think that would take 
in a good deal of territory. 

1\lr. 1\fAcGREGOR. My mind at that time was directed to 
the office of the Director of Sales as at present constituted, and 
my concession was limited to that subject. I have been striving 
to get at the state of mind of the chairman of the subcommittee 
qn the Army appropriation bill [l\Ir. ANTHONY] with reference 
to the disposition of surplus property, and I find in the hearing 
before the committee the following: 

Mr . .A.l'\THvNY. You have a military organization in the Quartermaster 
Department and possibly in other departments selling this surplus? 

Secretary BAKER. Yes. 
l\Il'. A.'ITHOJ'\L Wh.v could they not carry on the work entirely? 
Secretary BAKER. 1t may be they can : I hope they will have gotten 

it to such a point that they can, but the sale of vast quantities of 
accumulated supplies does require the consultation of civilian experts. 

Mr. Al'\THONY. Do you not thjnk it would be possible to clean up the 
work necessary to be done by your civilian force between now and the 

. end of the present fiscal year, so that all of the work in the future can 
be done through these departments? 

Secretary BAKER. I think it would be a pity for you to put ;t. limita
tion upon 'the contingent fund at the disposal of the Secretary of War 
that would prevent him from employing experts if he needed them. In 
the report of the QuartermastH General for 1898, I think it is, there 
is a complaint that the department had not even been able to dispose 
of the accumulated raincoats which had been bought in 1864. 

Recently I saw a report that some wagons and lumber which 
had been bought for Civil War purpos~s were still reposing in 
some yard in the neighborhood of New York City. With this 
immense amount of property on hand it is impossible to dis
pose of it effectively and that the \ast amount of money tied 
up in it can be put back into the Treasury without an active, 
intelligent, energetic business cooperation. The Yalue of the 
property on hand in the Air Service--and that is why I state it 
in connection with this particular paragraph-is $451,3!0,000 
plus, and the value of the property declared surplus in the Air 
Service is $135,000,000. Out of these $3,722,000,000 much more 
than $500,000,000 should be recovered. I fear that if you leave 
it to the administl·ation solely of men who are in the mllitary 
service we will not get as much out of it as if we put a little 
more money into it and put activ~ business men behind it. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. J\.lr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Illinois and the gentleman from Mississippi, and all gen
tlemen who have spoken on this subject seem to think that any 
expenditure made for the Air Service is rather in the nature of 
a luxury. Mr. Chairman, I devoutly wish that we could look 
forward to the day when we shall never haYe to participate in 
another war. The day probably is far remote when we sllall 
be in no danger of engaging in war. 

I predict in this connection that the next great war will be 
principally waged from the air by the use of airplanes and the 
use of chemicals. .A. niggardly policy toward the Air Service 
and Chemical Warfare Service in the years to come "ill be an 
unwise course if we would prepare this country for whatever 
may confront us. Infantry and Artillery will play a smaller 
part in the next great war. · 1\Iy judgment is that we should 
pursue a policy of preparation with respect to the Air Service 
and Chemical Warfare that will make us able to meet the 
greatest nations in the world in the use of those instruments of 
warfare. 

Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. C~<UIPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 
l\lr. LAYTON. We have a_goocl many men here like our dis

tinguished friend from California and others who repre ent the 
Navy. The gentleman from Kansas is representing the Air Serv
ice and the Chemical 'Varfare. In other words, it seems that 
when we all get through we are going to become the most war
like and aggressive nation on the face of the earth. When are 
we going to quit? 

l\Ir. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I wish we could 
abandon entirely every activity that looks toward war. But I 
think it would be very unwise at this time while other great 
nations are preparing in every way that they can to meet the 
eventualities of the future, that we should not make prepara
tions for any condition that may arise, and I think these con
ditions will have to be met in the air and by chemical warfare. 
It will be fur less expensiYe than any other preparation. · [Ap
plause.] 

l\1r. GREENE of Verm'Ont. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
'vllether the patience of the committee will indulge me in a 
few brief suggestions as to the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Kansas. But I suppose on a Saturday afternoon we can 
d.a wdle a little on this bill, because there is no pressing neces
sity at least for its passage. 

The same argument that the gentleman makes with reference 
to modern inventions, that it is going to put Infantry and Ar-

tillery out of business, was probably delivered under the earliest 
instances of which we have any record when the council that 
sent Hannibal into Italy suggested that if he take along a few 
elephants it would annihilate the Roman Army. l;Ie did not 
do it. From that day down to the present time the wit and 
genius of mankind has been employed trying to invent a me
chanical substitute for the lives, intelligence, and tile per. onal 
morale of the human army, and they can not do it and never 
have. [Applause.] It can not be clone. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. GREENE of Vermont. Certainly. 
Mr. CAl\fPBELL of Kan as. A very great human intelligence 

is required both in the Air Service and in Chemical Warfa1·e 
Service; the Yery highest type of intelligence is required in the 
exercise of both. 

Mr. GREENE of Verlliont. Unquestionnbly, but that was not 
the argument I was making. I said that every man that is 
b~hind the activities of military mattel's muSt by the very 
nature and circumstances be intelligent enough to direct the 
agency with which he is intrusted. I am making my reference 
to the gentleman's suggestion that the battle is to be removed 
from earth and taken into the air, and I refuse to follow the 
gentleman into the air in any such argument. The first man 
who undertook to fly, he and his son--

Mr. ANTHONY. Darius Green? 
l\lr. GREENE of Vermont. No; it was before the time of 

Darius Green, but this man and his son rigged themselves up 
with wings and the son flew so near tlle sun that the sun 
melted the wax from the wings and he had to come back to 
earth with a splash into the sea. 

The same tiling is true of all academic statements when they 
say that the genius of man can invent a machine that will 
do more than the man can do himself. The gentleman forgets 
that back of every ma<'hine that is created by man must be 
human intelligences to run it, and those human intelligences 
again are simply put into combat with other human intelligences· 
who are presumed to have as high a standard of intelligence 
as their competitor~. You do not get anywhere-it i~ a vicious 
circle. It means one group inventing a certain machine and 
trying to overcome the destructive power <Jf other machines, 
but back of all machines is the same human mind and the same 
human personnel Every kind of device ever since, nobody 
knows how much before, Hannibal's time--but that. is a very 
conspicuous · incident or illustration that every sleepy school: 
boy on a good fishing afternoon well remembers-has been pro
posed with the same idea and met the same result. A man 
could sit down with paper or a blackboard and drc.tw a chart 
sho,ving the destructi\e power that resides in u.n elephant 
against a certain number of men. Therefore, all you have to 
do is to divide the number of men by the number of elephants 
needed to annihilate them, and you can change the page~ of 
history. They undertook to do it, and the only things that 
were left on the pages of history when they got through were 
the men. The elephants turned tail and ran. It is the same 
thing always. You will never get much further. Just as soon 
as some one invented the rifle to take the place of the old 
fowling piece, folks said then that onJy a few men were neces
sary to annihilate all of the other men on the other side. They 
forgot that the men on the other side were just as human and 
had just as much inventive genius, just as high a standardized 
intelligence as they themsel\es. They did not propose to stand 
themselves up in blocks of so many to each rifle to be hot 
down, just to prove the theory of the enemy. 

1\fr. ~1ADDEN. And the chances are that they had rifles 
themselves. 

Mr. GREENE of Vernwnt. Exactly. 
On this question of the air, I am quite as strongly impressed 

with the wonderful possibilities of the Air Service as is my 
friend from Kansas [!lfr. CAMPBELL]. I share with him in the 
admiration for the marvelous genius of mankind that has so 
far so much subdued the air to our employment and use. I 
share with him 'the idea that doubtless we have only begun to 
unfold a little part of the practical usefulness of the Air Service 
even in time of peace. But I think we would make a great 
mistake, if I may say so respectfully to my friend, if having 
become possessed of a new idea we should become so much 
absorbed in it that we should forget all of the mighty moun
tains of truth that we learned before we came to that idea. 
The sense of proportion ought to linger with us still. As long 
as men are made as they are, submitted to the same physical 
conditions, human intelligence will be better than any machine 
that any human intelligence can devise, and we wilLI.Je :figllting 
in the old three dimensions quite as much as we ,will in this 
new fourth that has been found. 
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Mr. KINDRED. ~Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman explain 

. ·omdhing about tile new fourth dimension? 
::\fr. GREE:\TE of Ycrmout. If it were new, I could explain 

it, because nobody ''ould know anything about it and they 
would take my 1\ord for it. [Laughter.] 

-;)Jr. S-~~DERS of Incliana. How abont the que ·tion of rela-
ti,ity? 

)1r. GREEl~E of Yermont. Tile Einstein theory? 
:\Ir. &L~DERS of Indiana. Yes. 
Mr. GREE~"'E of Vermont. It is quite as applicable to it as 

most that I llaYe said. 
I only hope that we will not get away from the dh!cussion of 

a few fundamentals in consi!leriug this matter. When you get 
all through with it, no in\ention of mankind since the old, old 
days in the first gTay mists of llistory has ever taken the place 
of this one fundamental military experience. The real army 
is the Infantry. [Applause.] All other phases of military 
agencies and activities are auxiliaries of the Infantry. The 
man with the gun or tile sword and the pistol in his hand is 
not only tile decisive moral equation of combat, but the rea ·on 
for war itself. It is all combined in him. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont 
ha s expired. 

Mr. HARRISOX Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
la:t word for the purpose of asking unanimous consent to ex
tencl my remarks in the RECORD by including therein a report 
mmle by the liquidating committee as to the total cost of the 
.\ir Service during the war. 

Tile CHAIRMA.:.'{. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the REconn in the man
ner indicated. Is there objection? 

l\fr. 1\IcCLTh"TIC. l\Ir. Chairman, re. ·t-rviug til right to ob
jed, is this just a statistical report'? 

::\Jr. HA.RRISOX. Yes. 
Mr. McCLINTIC. I han' not objected to the 1nsertion of 

8tatistical matters. 
'l'lle CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 
The matter referred to is as follows : 

[Reprinted from Atiation and .Aircraft Journal of .Apr. 25.] 
Wn.\.·.r $508,090,781 BOUGIIT IX WAn AYIATIOX-DET.lii.S NOW AVAIL

ABLE' OF ACHIEVEME::\'TS OF 0L"n A VUTORS AKD COST OF WAR Am. 
EFFORT HEllE A.IiD ABROAD. 

The final official account of the work of our Air Service at home and 
abroad is now available. In last week's i sue a detailed statement 
was published of the war aviation appropriation showing 582,562,781 
has been returned to the United States Treasury. Tbe detailed cost o~ 
our war aviation during 1917 an(! 1918 is also now made public for 
the first time through the compilation of liquidation reports by 
.iyiation and .. Urcmft .Journal. The cfficial statement follo-ws: 

" ACTIYITIES AT THE ll'RONT. 

·'.\me.rican flying officers, with the American armie;o, with i;bc royal 
air force, 'vith the independent air force, with the French, and with the 
Italians, destroyed 781 airplanes and 73 balloons, u total of 54 enemy 
aircraft. actun.lly confirmed, it being impossible to furnish records of 
nonconfirmed successes, of w-hich there were many. Tbe American 
lol"ses in airplanes and balloons to the enemy were 289 airplanes and 
4S ualloons, a total Amer1can loss of 337. Tbe superiority of the 
• \merican A.ir Service is shown by tbe confirmation of almost three 
time:-; as many P.nemy airplanes shot down as American airplanes lost 
to the enemy, and nearly twice as many balloons. The actual battle 
fatalities of the entire United States Air Sei."Vice pers0l1Del with the 
American. llritish, French, and Italian Armies for the entire war was 
227. It ·is not possible, of course. to know the exact number of 
fatalities of the enemy incurred in their loss to the Americans of 854 
airplanes and balloons, but it may be assumed that the majority of 
the~e airplane losses represent fatalities. 

'·American airplane pilots spent 35,747 hours over the lines, pru:
ticipated in 1!:i0 bombing raids on the western front, dropping 255,000 
pounds of explosives. 'l'he 37 squadrons in operation in the first and 
~oond American al"Dlics, whose flying hours for pilots are given herein~ 
fiew 906 hours per squadron, although these units bad been at the front 
periods varying from one day to seven months. Tbc American hours 
nearly equal the hours flown by the Belgians during the entire war. 
The Britil;;b squadrons Oew 1,292 hours per squadron on all fronts, 
actiye and inactive. One thousand six hundred and forty-two balloon 
a censions were made by American flying officers in the zone of advance, 
witb n total of 3,111 hours. These balloons made 316 artillery adjust
ments and were attacked 89 times by enemy aircra.tt. One hnndred 
an1l sixteen parachute drops were made from balloons. The aerial ob
serrers employed in photography made 17,854 photographs of enemy 
positions ru;d distributed for interpretation and other purposes 585,000 
prints. The a-ctivities of the Air Service in training and at the front 
wen' carried on from 73 airdromes in the zone of advance alone. 
~early 6.00 American and foreign decorations were awarded to Air 
. e.I"Ticc officers and soldiers up to t.Iay 1, 1919, and the list ba. been 
ine1·eased since. 

"PEI!SO!\XEL WITli THE All::.U1ES. 

" On the day of the armistice there were 45 American .,qu.adrons and 
23 balloon companies assigned to American armies and to the French, 
Italian, and British air forces. Twelve of these squadrons had Ameri
can-made DH-4 airplanes. The.r·c had been sent 1,2.30 pilots and 749 
observers to the American zone of atlvance. There were actually a.t the 
American front on armistice day 767 pilots and 48~ obse1·vers, ru; well 
as radio and other specialists, both fl.ymg and nonfl.ying, and 172 pilots . 

. and 20 obserTers at the front with the ullied air forces, not to mention 
other personnel. Other flying officers were, of course, in reserve and 
in traming. Thirty-fi-.e balloon companie. were in the American Ex
peditionary Forces on ·ovcmber 11, 1918. 

"FLYING TR.A.n<I::\'G. 

"During the "rar period there were commissionell in the .d.ir Senic(', 
botb flying and nontlying; a total of 20,708, of whlch 1~,449, o-.er 60 
per cent, were tra1ned for flying duty a.s airplane pilots, balloon pilots, 
airplane and ba.tluon observers, airplane gunners, bombardiers, etc. In 
this training fur 'the fiscal year 1917-18 only, not to the en<l of 
training even, there were flown In the United States 909.606 airplane 
hours, with a total of 331 fatalities, a ratio of 1.09, and 0.34:6 fatalitie • 
per ~,000 hours flown in 1917-18, respectively. In the American Ex
peditionary Forces there were flown a total of 193J193 hours in train
ing, with 169 fatalities for the- entire period of trarning, a ratio of one 
fatality to 1,143 hours' flying. Of the airplanes received in the Ameri
can Expeditionary Forces, 2,948 were sent to training centers and 2,!)25 
to the zone of advance to Deceml'ler ·31, 1918. 

"PRODUCTIO~ .A...'\0 PURCHASlil AMERIC.l.X E.XPEDITIOX.\.RY L'ORCES, 

" Of tbe 45 American "Squadrons on armistice dat~, 33 squadrons 
were equipped with foreign-made airplanes, in addition to which indi
viduals operating with the It:dilln, French, and British forces used 
machines of these countries, respectively. Twelve squadrons w-ere 
operating or equipping with .American DH-4's, and equipment was on 
band, both foreign and· American, for further squadrcms as they could 
complete training, organize, and get to the front. On armisiice day 
there were 740 airplanes actually with the American Armies, of 
which 196 were American DH-4's. with 502 in reserve. One thousand 
four hundred and forty-three DH-4's were re-ceived in France, sufi'icient 
to supply tbe unit .equtpment of 24 airplanes, without w-aer...a.ge, for 60 
squadrons. Inc1udmg automobiles, trucks; motor cycles, etc., tbere 
were purchased by the Air Servic-e 3;065 pieces of transportation equip
ment. Of the 802 h""angara on band, 414 were from the United States 
and 388 from France and Engla.nd." 

" One thousand eight bnnclrer1 and eighty-eight airplanes had been 
outfitted witb radio equipment ; 1,444 airplanes bad been armed. 'l'hcre 
were 9,232 machine guns on band, besides those installed in air
planes. 

"TbE>re had been received in France to December 31, 1!)18, 6,639 air
planes (4,886 from France, 291 from England, 19 from Italy, ancl 
1,443 from the United States). Seventy-seven balloons bad been sent 
to the ballo-on companies on the front, 57 of which were Amel'ican lllade 
with others in resei."Ve." ' 

Above is the. official reeorll of the achievements of our Air Service 
with the American Expeditionary Forces and at home. Volumes have 
been and many more will be written of tbe heroic work of our pilots. 
But every time our activities in the air during the war are mentionell 
the public recalJs the oft-repeated statement by uninformed persons 
"that the United States spent a billion and a quarter dollars for aYia
tlon and got nothing for its money." 

In last week's Aviation and Aircraft .Journal there was presented for 
the. first time the fact that $582,562,781 of tbe war-time aviation np
propriations remained unspent and has been ret\ll'ned to the Tren ~ury 
The cost to the taxpayers w-as, the.r--efore. according to tbe present 
figures after the liquidation boards had finally reported, $617,489 !Hi". 

It is practically impossible to find out the exact cost of eve-Jy Item 
that was pm·cbase£1, as so many different departments bought fur the 
Air Se.r·vice at such varying prices. What everyone who looks back at 
our aircraft activities does want to know is what the Government re
ceived for the vast sum. It is believed that this information is gathere-d 
together in a Nndensed report and presented for the first time in the 
following tables. 

First are shown the expenditures in the united States. Ii'rom this 
tabulation it wm be seen that out of $478,489,977 spent in tbe United 
States only $113,721,043.39 was spent for airplanes. The engines be
ing ordered in such large quantities have to be considered separately as 
so many more were constructed than airplanes. The G1 American tields, 
schools, and depots are shown in detailed cost. As w-ill ue seen from 
the huge quantities of materials ordered it would be n gigantic account
ing task to secure the e-xact amount spent for each item; therefore they 
arc grouped under the total <>f $41,817 ,.220.11. 

Following is given the cost of our Air Service in the L'nited St.'ltes in 
detail. from figures compiled by A>iation and Aircraft Journal from 
official report : 

Air Berv-ice e.xpenditureB in :United States . 

9, 742 airplanes fTom aero industry .. _._ ........ $84, 7W, 1J5. 13 
2, 000 airplanes from auto and kindred indus

tries................................... 19,843,837.39 
2,152 airplanes from miscellaneous.. . . . . . . . . • • • 9, 173,050. 81 

---- ------ $113,721, 0..1:3. 39 
13,89! 

(Airplanes considered as without engines.) 
H, 705 engines from aero industry ............... 101,725,369. 6! 
24, ~ en.,<>in.es from o.uto and kindred industries. 132, 102,018. 63 
3, 134 engines from miscell!UleOus............... 11,010, 774. 03 

---- 2-14, 838, 162. 30 
41,953 . . ,. 

(Includes all engrnes m or out of auplanes.) 
844 balloonsand 1 airsbipfromaeroindustrl.es 4, 754,353. 9."i 

8, 968 balloons from auto industry.. . . . . . . . . . . . • 2, 294, 760. 81 
31,575 balloons from miscellaneous.............. 100,168. 25 

41,387 . 
(Includesirec and obsCI"\ation -pa-ssenger 

balloons and pilot1 sup-oly, target, and 
propaganda balloons and 1 airship.J 

30 flying schools and fields ....... -......... . 
5 balloon..sehools. .....•. _ ..•••............• 
1 aerial photo school. ..................... _ 
1 radio school and laboratory ...•.........• 
1 aerial gunnery school. ................. _. 
1 mechanics scbo:>l. .......•................ 
8 warehouses and depots .......•..........• 
3 engine repair depots .................... . 
3 concentration camps ....................• 
5 acceptance J?arks and experiment station. 
3 sundry stat10ns ......................... . 

01 

55,537, 422.71 
2, 510, 496. 01 

1,200.00 
<185' 350. ()() 
380,000.00 
158,900. ()() 

5,114,041.67 
1, 962,120.00 
2,406, 700. 00 

641,533.50 
4i9, 154.55 

(Abo>c figures for construction.) 
Rentals for flying fields, scliools, depots, rights of way 

buildings, warehouses, wharves, etc. (22,912 acres, not 
including floor spac~ in • ffie.es •. ~ tc.) _ ................ . 

Helium experiments anQ plants, Nos. 1, 2, and 3 (Army 
share) ......................... ······ · ············•·••• 

6!), 727,918.47 

700, 9lJ. 72 

1i26,4;;:J.O() 
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282,425 air pressure and gasoline gauges, air speed indicators, alti· 
meters, clocks, compasses, etc ..•...•.•••••••••...•.••. 

98,555 machine guns ..................... . ....••••••.•••••••••. 
19, 786 synchronizing devices ...........•.......•••••.....•••... 
15, 12"2 flexible ring ".A." gun mounts ..•••••.••••••••.•.•••.••• 
44,652 gun light parts .. ............ .........••••••••..•.••••••• 
ro, 078 gun yokes, controls, light mounts •••••••.••....•.••..•.. 

227,595 dummy and loaded bombs .........•.•.••..•.....•••...• 
11,630 Mark I bomb sights ........ ... .....•••••.••••••..•••.•.• 

249 Barlow heavy bomb releases .•••••••••••••••••••••••.... 
10,213 bomb releases and parts ...••..••••••••••...•.••••••••••. 

1~:&1i ~;;~r:.~ -r~!~ ::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
465 enlarging lanterns . .•.•..... . ..•.•••..•••.•••••••.•••... . 

1, 599 camera. guns .•••••••••••••••••••••• • •••••••••••••••••••. 
1,159 photo cradles ••..•.••••••••..•••••••••••••.•••••..••.•.. 
3,968steeland canvas hangars .........•••••••••••.•••••.•••.. St1,817,220.11 
3, 42;) tons ferro3ilicon and caustic soda .••.•••••••••••••.•.••.. 

172,800 hydro6en cylinder;; ..••••••......•••••••.•.•••••.••.••.. 
235 balloon winches ..•.....•••.•.. . ••••.•••••••....•.....•.. 

3, 310,000 feet balloon cable ....•.•••....••.•••.••••.....••........ 
13,673, OOJ yards airplane fabric .•....•.•.••.•••••••..•.••••••..•.•. 
7,888,000 yards balloon fabric ..•••.••• ...• ••••••••.•••••••••.....• 
7,359,000 yards cotton tape .....•••.•.•.......•••••••.•••••.•..... 

67o,OOJ gallons acetate dope ..•.•..•......••..•••...•.••......... 
85,000 gallons nitrate dope ...••...•......••..•... . ...••.•...... 

643, 2!0 miscellaneous clothing .•••...•..•••..••.••••.•••••..••.. 
42, 42-l propellers . ............. ....••••.••...•••....••.••..••... 

2~: ~f~:l~1 ~!ll~: ~~oiiiia::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::: 
36,600,000 cubic feet hydrogen gas .................... -.... .. ...... . 

197,635,000 board feet lumber from manufacturers and other miscel
laneous items. 

478, 489, 977. ()() 

TOTAL EXPEXDITl:iRES I:-< UXITED STATES, $478,489,!)77. 

The figures showing the purchases abroad for the American Expedi
tionary Forces are the first that have ever been presented giving costs 
and items. The $139,000,000 was allotted to so many different projects 
that it has taken two years to reach a settlement with _foreign Govern
ments and companies. .A.s the latest figures show $19 949,769.28 was 
spent for 5,229 airplanes. For airplane spare parts, $7',490,114.:l3 was 
u:>ed. llangars, tents, and other shelters cost $8,228,116.38. 

There were 31 American fields, depots, and parks constructed and 
equipped overseas. As will be seen in the figures below, it is impossible 
even now to segregate all the items, as bas been done in the United 
States accounting, as the figures are probably scattered in so many 
places that only the sums expended by the different offices are yet 
obtainable. 

The miscellaneous expenditures in France, England, Italy, and other 
countries total over $60,000,000. 

Ail' Sen-ice expenditures (o1· American Expeclitionary ForceB. 

4., 879 airplanes from France ........ ... ................ $18, 253, 628. 82 
283 airplanes from England ..............•.......• :. 1, 210, 419. 30 
68 airplanes from Italy ..... ..... .. ......•....•.. ~.. 485, Z71. 16 

5, 229 airplanes ......••................•............................• $19,949,769.28 

6, 400 engines from France . . . . . . . • . • . . . . . . . • . • . . . . . . . • 18, 903, 828. 11 
215 enginesfromEngland ........•.................• 1,30!,ll0.30 
444 engines from Italy .. _........................... 2, 361, 883. 23 

7,059 
Airplane spare parts from France...................... 7, 297,431.89 
Airplane spare parts from England.................... 162, 315.12 
Airplane spare parts from Italy. . . . . . . . . . • • • • . . . . . . . . . • 30, 367. 22 

Engine spare part.s from France....................... 7, 547, 46t. 97 
Engine spare parts from England... . . • . . . • . . . • • • . • . • • • 122, 325. 21 
Engine spare parts from Italy. . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . • 51, 230. 00 

Instruments from France and Italy .....•... . ....•..• . ......•.......• 
Propellers from France and Italy .......................••..•.......• 
Squadron equipment from Fran~c:- and Italy ........................• 
20 balloons, 60 winches, equipment and supplies from 

France ........ . ....................... -..........................• 
Armament from France for 2,05 t airplanes. . . . . . . . . . . . . 759, 980. 00 
.Armament from Italy, miscellaneous ...... -............ 9, 115. 15 

·Han~~ t~~{c:~~~: _ ~~~~~~·- ~~:-_:.... . . . . . . . . • . • . . • . . • 1, 881, 33(). 2~ 
From England. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 6, 406, 786. 08 

Radio equipment from Fram·e ......... : ............. .. ........ . ....• 
Photo equipment and supplies ..................... ·-·-·-··········· 
Photo transportation equipment from France (75 vehi-

cles) .. _ ... ... . -.......... -.-- ... -.. -..... -.......... -- ..... -... -..• 
Dope (3 480 gallons) and cellulose, acetate (17.5 tons) 

from France and England . ..... . ....... ..... ...........•••......•• 
Special clothing from France and .Italy ........ ...........••••....• :. 
S1gnal equipment supplies from France ...............•.. _ .........•• 
Castor oil, gasoline, etc .. from E11gland .• - .•..•..... _ •..............• 

Cunstructlon of: 
11 fly.ng and balloon schools ...... . ... •....•.•...•.••• $5,256, 97-!. 65 
7 airdromes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . • . • • . . . . . . . • . . • 2. 3-H, 2;)6. 25 
8 depot<; ........................•..••......•.••.••.••• 1,977,89:>.92 

Uisccllaneous projects: 
1 warehouse .... ... .. ... _ ..............••..•.•.•.••••• 
1 acceptance park .. . ...........................•.•.••• 
1 assembly plant ...... _ . . .. .. _ ................••••.•• 
1 rcplacemcn t and conceutration barracks ........... . 
1 test field ........................... . ............... . 

119,725.49 
1, 030, 469. !5 
5, H7, 139. 27 

162, 9!0.18 
112,838.26 

22, 569, 821. 64 

7, 490,114.23 

7, 721,020.18 
459,133.92 
240, Z70.10 

2,"210, 887. 77 

2,100, 000. 00 

769,095.15 

8, 288, 116. 36 
1, 062, 5!3. 11 

'l$7, 713.22 

~91), 550. 37 

179,995.55 
28,283.66 

619,437.19 
] ' 329, 675. 13 

16,152,274. 47 

Miscellaneous-Continued. 

~;lk~~~~~ :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::$18, !~: m: ~ 
----- $43,298, 79 ~. 66 

Otbrr miS<'ellaneous items ...•••••••....•. _ .. _._ ... _................. 19,799, 773. 58 

Total expenditures for American Expeditionary Forces ... _ ... 139,000, 000.00 

RECAPlTULA TION. 
Expenditures in United States .... ......... ....... ...••.•••.••••••• 
Expenditures in American Expeditionary Forces .....•....... _ •..• 
Tot.al war aviation expenditures ........................... __ .•..•.• 
Actual receipts for material;; sold ..•........ _ .... _ .................• 
Net cost of war aviation ............•....•.•..............•........• 

478, 489,977. ()() 
139, ooo, 000. 00 
617, 409, 977. ()() 
19,399, 190.00 

598, 090, 781. 00 

(Reprint from .A. viation and Aircraft .Journal of .Apr. 18.] 

COST OF WAR .AVIATION ONLY $598,090,781-AUTHENTICATED OFFICL\L 
REPORT OF LIQUIDATION DIVISIOCS OF UNITED STATES .A.m SmHVICE ON 
TOTAL APPROPRUTION ConnECTS MISCONCEPTION OF AIR SFJUVICE EX· 
PENDITURES AND SHOWS THAT $582,564,781 HAS BEEN RETUU ED TO 
UNITED STATES TREASURY. 
The general impression that a " billion dollars was spent for air

craft during the war and that tbe production program was a failure, 
not a score of .American-built planes r eaching the front," is finally 
refuted by figures compiled by Aviation and .Aircraft Journal from 
Jiquidation reports on file in the office of the Chief of Ail· Service in 
Washington. The truth is that the actual cost of all war contracts 
for aircraft, aeronautical equipment, landing fields, foreign purchases, 
in fact, everything connected with the equipment and maintenance o! 
our ail· force at home and abroad, cost the taxpayers less than 
$600,000,000. 

The actual amounts appropriated for the Army Air Service during 
the war aggregated $1,687 ,054,758. From this total amount there were 
revoked by Congress sums aggregating $487,000,000, making tho net 
amount available for expenditure by the War Department $1,200,-
054,758. 

Until now the charge bas been made and the public has been led to 
believe that most of this money was spent and largely wa ted. It is 
now revealed for the first time by official and authenticated reports 
made by the Liquidation Division of the .A.ir Service that of the amount 
availabl~ for expenditure $582,564,781 has been returned to the Unite1l 
State<" Treasury. 

.A.nd there were airplanes producefl anc:l delivered to the Government 
despite the canard that the United States "got nothing for its money.': 
The total amount spent for .Army airplanes in the United States was 
$113,721,043.39, or 19 per cent of the total .A.Ir Se1·vice expenditure . 
For that money the Government receh·ed 13,894 American-built air
planes. The Government spent $139,000,000 abroad for training and 
the purchase of airplanes, engines, construction of cantonments and 
production centers and re12eived among the other equipment 5~198 com
plete airplanes, making a total of 19.0!>2 airplanes produceo for tho 
United States. These were produced in a period of 21 months. Our 
production for this period exceeds that of any other country for ·a 
like period. It is further substantiation of the belief that the rapidly 
increasing air power· of .America forced the war to an early conclusion 
for shortly before the armistice the Cen b·al Powers bad only 3 309 
airplanes on the front. .A.t the signing of the armistice, in afl(Uhon 
to the 5,198 _airplanes purchased abroad, 2,091 American-built airplanes 
had been shtpped to France and 1,040 were at points of embarkation 
or in tl·ansit. One thousaud four hundred and forty airplanes ha<l been 
actually received in Ft·ance, of which 667 American-made machines were 
actually in service at the front. 

Only wJthin the last few days have these figures been in such form 
that they could be used in vindication of the war-time Air Ser·vice 
activities of the Government. The Cbie! of Air Service states that 
figures "have been published and available for public information for 
several months, except the important figures showing net expenditures 
after liquidation and the amount of surplus stocks sold or otherwise 
disposed o!." It is therefore with great satisfaction that Aviation 
and Aircraft Journal corrects the gross misstatements of the past two 
years. . 

.After two years of adjusting canceled war contracts as previously 
stated, $582,564,781 of the $1,200,054,758 available has' been returned 
to the Treasury. 

Thf' amount actually expended from the money appropriated for 
the War Department for the .A.ir Service in this country and abroad 
during the war was $617,489,977. From this have been deducted the 
amounts realized by surplus-material sales since the armistice of 
$19,399,196. making the net cost of our aeronautical endeavor during 
the war $598,090.781. 

The seemingly unanswerable question- before ln>estigating committees, 
congressional and otherwise, before newspaper writers and the public 
has been What became of over one and one-half billion dollars ap
propriated for our Air Service? 

The answer is found in the following figures which were securecl from 
the office of tb., Chief of .Air Service. This accounting bas been neces
sarily slow. The magnitude of the aircraft program and the multi
plicity of its ramifications,!, both in production and organization activ
ities, in creating an Air ;::;ervice from nothing to begin with-and it 
must be borne in mind that preparations were made for a fight to a 
finish-have made this task of accounting particularly tedious and of 
long duration. Furtber, the final accounting could not be made until 
suspended and canc€-led contracts were settled anu finally liquidated. 

In considering the amount actually spent at home and abroad one 
must take into account the fact that these expenditures cover all 
items and that only a comparatively small percentage was spent for 
airplanes. It is necessary to keep in mind this fact, so that a con
sideration of future aviation activities may not be warped by prejudice 
growing out of misconception heretofore circulated about our airplauo 
industry. As will be seen from the figures presented there were ex
pended for Army airplanes and spare parts with the "aeronautic in
dustry" only $84,704,155.16, or 14 per cent of t he total Air Service 
expenditures. Emergency war organizations received order for $20,-
016,888.23. The total amount snent for .Army airplanes in the Unitetl 
States was $113,721,043.39, or 19 per cent of the total Air Service 
expenditures. 

Looking back over the situation it now is apparent that our air
plane industry did not fail during the wa1·. i::ltarting with nothing 
(as only 142 airplanes had been built for the Army in nine years 
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previous to 1917) it completed and delivered to the Government, as · 
shown in detail by the following -tabulations, 13~894 complete airplanes, 
together with spare pru:t . 

'fhe problem on our entering the war was to create both an Air 
Se1·vice and an aircraft industry. In both we succeeded, for on Novem
ber 11, 1918, the Air Sen-ice consisted of 20.568 officers and 174,456 
cnli ·ted men and civilian personnel, and 48 :flying .fields in operation .. 

In addition to airplanes for the Army our aircraft industry during 
this ,period manufactured . .a large number of seaplanes and flying boats 
tor the Na'\"y. It is a significant fact that during all of this period, 
while there has been almost constant discussion of ouT " failure in 
aviation," practically all the criticism has been directed toward the 
work of the War Department. ..1\lost ~f the Na_vy'r.J contracts for vro
curement of ·seaplanes and .flying boats, etc., were placed with the ah·
craft industry and officers in the Navy Department credit the industry 
with. having m.et their r~quirements pxomptly and r.e.,."'lllarly. 

The production of engrnes as shown by the final statements is also 
hit:rhly cred}tab1e,. There was spent for ~eronautical .engines S244,-
838~1G2.30 m th~s country and 41,9;}3 engmes and spare parts were 
prouuce<J and delivered. 

From these revised figures it must be conceded that the American 
airplane industry gave a spendid account of itself during the war. 
There may be a difference of opinion as to the adaptability of the 
American-made machines to meet the ,requirements of the sen-ice, but 
it mu t be remembered that the airplane manufacturers could make 
only the machines that they were ordered to make and that during the 
war period no ~ttempt .was made QY the War Department to produce 
planes of American design, the sole effort toward original design and 
prod-uction bern"' centered on the Liberty engine. 

It is due perhaps more to the advice of our allies than to our ad
'ti ·ers in Washington that more American-made airplanes did not reach 
the front earlier. When the United States -entered the war om allies 
urged that we first f.urnl;;h raw material, mechanics, and train aviators 
Types of aircraft were .changing every few mQilths. A new type on 
either side with a few miles more speed, greater maneuverability or 
~.reater carrying capacity would render all previous designs obsoiete. 
Under such conditions it was ob"Vious that any American production 
program should be based on European experience and adnce. 

That the above facts .may be "Verifiecl from official sources the fol
lowing statements are printed in original form: 

APRIL G. 19.21. 
Mnj. LESTER D. GaRDNEn 

Care At-iation ana Ai,·craft Joztrna1J 
1?25 Fow·th Avenue, New York Oity. 

DE.A.u Sm : In reply to your inquiry as to the cx.act amount of 
aeronuntical appropriations made by Congress during the war ·period 
accompanied by an ad.dition.al statement showing the amount -actually 
expended from these appropriations, and in a .general way the purposes 
for which the a--penditures were made, the Chief of Air Service directs 
roe to .advise you as follows : 

There is inclosed herewith a statement, file number A 00.3/53 show
ing all aeronautical appropriations for United States Army from 1917 
to 1918, inclusive, ~J:iving (after reyocations made by Congress) a net 
total or 1,~00,054,758. 

{)f this total amount there bas been disbursed or reserved for final 
settlrunent of all claims to March 31, 1921, the sum of $617,489,977. 

This sum, $617,489,977, is the gross amount expended for all of our 
aeronautic activities from the appropriations for the war period above 
mentioned. Your attention is directed to the fact tbat this includes 
nearly $2,000,000 that bas been reserved to cover three remaining con
tracts not yet liquidated. 

F.rom surplus stocks there has been sold since the war aeronautical 
property bought under these appropriations on whic.h the W.ar De
partment has realized a cash return of $19,399,196. In a-dditi-on to 
the actual sale of surplus material, there bas been transferred, without 
fund . to other governmental departments .Property to the value of 
$5,139,31.5.33. There remains yet to be (hsposed of other property 
(leclared surplus, to the value of 15,931,930.37. Disregarding • .any 
cash returns that may be xealized from future sale of the latter ::as 
well as the transfers to other departments, but deducting the sum 
already received from sales ($19,399,196), it will be seen that the net 
cost of our aeronautical endeavor during th.e war, according to the 
pr~sent -figur-e is $1198,~90,781. 

There is also included in th~ above-mentioned statement a tabulation 
c~vering the disbursements for the procur-ement of airplan-es aero
nautical engines, balloons, and airships arranged according 'to in
du tries. The fi~res contained 1n this statement are taken from 
"Aircraft sur'\"eys," ll011se Document No. ~21, Sixty-Sixth Congress, .and 
show figures as of November 1, 1919. These fi.,"'Ures were pr.epared for 
Congress one year after the armistice, and after all deliveries bad been 
completed. They have been, in some cases slightly modliied by final 
liquidation of contracts, but a complete analysis of liquidatod figures is 
not immediately available. All these, 'however, are included in the fulal 
liquidation and co'\"ered in the preceding paragraph. 

There are also embodied 'in tbe same statement, ligures showing 
other items of expenditure from these war aeronautic appropliations. 
The figures on this statement are taken from the figures submitted to 
Congr-ess bY the Air Service, and published in Part II of " United Air 
Set·v~ce hearing before a subcommittee of the Committee ~n .Military 
.Affaus, .House of Representatives, ·Sixty-sixth Congress, second session." 
With these figures before you, you will be able to determine the purpose 
for which the :S617,489,977 was spent. These figures, as above mdl
ca.i.ed, .are not in -each case final, as they were prepared before ~uida
tion. but they .are sufficiently nccnrate fo-r p.ractical purposes in con
sidering this que~;tion. 

The subjects of yom· inquiry can not be properly considered, how
ever. without reference to the further fact that in addition to the 
stocks declared surplus and sold or offered for sale since the war we 
lloltl, as additional ~alvage from war expenditures, much other aero
nautical equipment constituting n national asset, such as complete air
planes, extra t-ngines, balloons, a.nd ~ther equipment, now in use or 
re&'rv~d for future use of the sen-ice. In addition to this equipment, 
and 1n·obably the greatest asset from the war, are the thousands of 
trained 11ying officers and mech!lni_cs, together with our training fields, 
bangar , and other ground facllltie . A11 of the figures contained in 
the above have been published and available for public information :for 
<;en~ral months, except the important figure showing net t-xpenditures 
after liquidation and the amount of surplus stocks sold or otherwi£e dis-
po:;;ed of. · 

\'er.r I·cspecUuU.r, 
. H. M. !IICK.H.l.M, 

11la.jo1·. Air ;<::erdcc. Olt1ef -(}{ l11.fon11ation G-rotlp. 

W.\.It AEROX.!UTIC.iL APPROPRIATIOKS UXITED STATES ARMY, 1017-18. 

The following information sets forth the appropriations specifically 
provided by Congress in the various bills listed. The actual total am-ount 
for the bills will vary for some of these figures, as the bills 'included 
appropriations for the ~l:ll'poses of the Signal Corps proper, as well as 
tor aeronautics in -the Mgnal Corps. 

These figures show the allotments made to cover purchases and con
tracts, and are not figures repre enting actual disbursements. It is 
praetically impossible to secure figures -o-n the actual disbursements 
under each and every class of nmterial or service paid for from Ail' 
Service records only. 

The 'figures for the allotments and 1mnllotted balances in this tabula
tion were obtained from the "United Air Service hearing before a 
subcommittee of the Committee on Military Affairs, Honse of llepre
sentati-ves, Sixty-sixth Congress, -second session," statement of Lieut. 
Col. J"acob E. INckel, Air Service, pages 162 and the following with 
the exception of the item of $8,000,00U, the allotment under which a.re 
not -shown in the hearings. 

.As the statements in the hearings oi the date of June 30 1919 
show, the al_Iotments in~ude moneys. no.t only ~erefore a.ctuaily dis:. 
bursed for rurcraft lllitterial, accessones, and serwces, but include also 
funds reserved for settlement of caneelt-d or su&c'J)ended contracts. 

It will be seen from the statements in the hearings that it is prac
tically impossible to arrive at figures which show the .actual moneye 
disbursed for purely aeronautical purposes; e. g., page 168, item 3, 
some of these telephone systems were installed at .Air ~r"ice . tations. 
Unoor paragraph 4, some of this radio equipment was for the Air 
Service. Paragraph ti includes al o transportation for the .Air Service. 
However, in the attached tabulation there have been included onlv 
those allotments specifically named as for the Air Service. · 

On paga Hl9, the items under ".Aviation, seacoast defenses"· ''Avia
tion, seacoast defenses, insular ;possessions, Hawaii" · or "Aviat:ion 
seacoast defenses.. insular posses 1ons, Philippines," incluuc moneys ap: 
propriated for aeronautics, prior to the declaration of war, which moneys 
were partially used during the war, and even in 1921. 

Other items in these hearings include purely Signal Corps allot:nents 
whic.h have no relation to aeronautics. ' 

lleierencc is made, in thi<l connection, to the document " Consoli
dated List of Aircr!lit Contracts and D~liveries, April 6, 1917, to 
November 1, 1919," file No. AI-10.2/22, compiled in the Information 
Group, 0. C. A. S., after making minor conectio:ns in "Aircraft Eur
'f'eys," House Document No. 621, included as an appendix herein. The 
figures shown in this statement represep.t actual ilisburseme:nt a.s of 
November 1, 1919. The document does not include settlements made 
1>ubsequently which change the actual final payments to the .aeronauti
cal industries and to outside industries f~r aircraft material. ~his 
document is mentioned in order. to explain the discrepancy in the 
figures between those shown therem and the figures shown in the hear
ingt:; abeve mentioned. 

The al~oti!len~s und.e~ ~e appropri..<ttipn of $~.000,000 were supplied 
by the Ligmdation DtVlSIOD, 0. C. A. lS. The 1tems mentioned In the 
attached tabulation as unallottc<l l>alanees Wl're returned to ·the 
Treasury. 

The conclul!l?g statement attached, which pur-port· to show the 
t~tal . .ac?Jal ~l~~ursements. was compiled March 2G, 1921, by the 
IAquulatJOn D1v1 Ion. 

So that the items of ::ill ;>ar-time Gover111llent appr<~prlation.· mar he 
clearly :underst od th.c following officia.I tabulation js furnishf'd : 

War acmnau:tical ftppt·opriations. Unitcc~ St.(ltes Army. 

Act of May 12, H117 ----------------------------- ~10. , 'OD, 000 
Act of May G, 1917------------------------------- 10. noo, eoo 
Act ~f June 12, 1911---------------------------- :-,uo, ooo 
Act of June 15, 1917------------------------------ -1:!. -±5tl, \HIO 
Act of July 24c, 1917------------------------------- 640. ()UO. 000 
.Act of J"uly 8, 1918------------------------------ :->. ooo, 0011 

1~~ ~! ~~. ~4. l~~~i::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: I~; gg~; !i~ 
-------

. . 1,-6 7,-0M, 7aH 
Les revocations---------------------------- 4S7. 000, 000 

1,200,1J:J4,758 
Following is a tabulatien, a]}pmpriatien by apl)i·opdatiou. with the 

allotments for aeronautics, unallotted balances auu revocation~ o:hown 
under each: 
----------

I 
Appropria.- 1 

tions. 

-------:1·-----------------------

50,800,000 TotaL ............................ .. ...... . _ .... . 

500
'
000 ~~~if~i.Jairuleci:: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

500,000 I rrotal .... -.. ........ -......... -....... -..... -- .. -

Allotment~;, 
tmallotted 
balances, 

revocations. 

so, 800, ooa. on 
4~,764.67 
19,235.3:J 

500,000.00 

43
'
450

'
000 I if~~A~biiliillce::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::: .. ~:,.:~: ~~~·.~~ 

-----I Usod for S.C. proper- ... _.............................. 11,305,024.51 

43,450,000 TotaL . .. .................................... ~··· 43,450,000.:0() 

640,000,000 Allotment ........................... , ................ 60a,872,4Q.!.10 
_____ 

1 
Unallottod balauce. . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . 33,127,595. 90 

640, 000, {)()() 

8,000,000 

----1 

Total .. _: .......... : ............................. -64ti,~,OOO . .OO 

r~~:~~ imiillice ~:::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::: . ~;t~;~1: ~ 
Total ........................................... . 
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Appropria
tions. 

Allotments,. 
unallot ted 
balances, 

revocations. 

760,000,000 ~~~r::~~~::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: r~: m: ~: ~ 
Unallotted balance.................................... 71, 83!i, 512. 59 

760,000,000 Total............................................ 760, 000,000. 00 

60,000, 000 Revocations .•••••••••.•••••••••.•••••••••.••••.••••••. 
124,304,758 Allotments ...........•.••.•••••...•••••...•••.•••••••. 

Unallotted balance ..•••..••••••.•..•..•...••.•••••••.• 

85,000, 000. 00 
91,935,311.81 
7,369,446.19 

18!, 304, 753 Total............................................ 184,30!, 758.00 

Suspension uncompleted portions of contracts at time of armistice ___________________________ _ 
Settled since war to Mar. 25, 192L--------------

$509,109,915.99 
93,940,229.30 

----------------
Balance returned or to be returned to Treas-

A. it-planes- Continued. 
MISCELLANEOUS, ETC.-continued. 

Kind. 

Springfield AircrMt Co .............................. ~- ••• 
8t. Louis ............................................... ~ 
United St.ates Aircraft Co ............................... . 
1:1 ow ell & Lesser ....................................... .. 
E'ehie!er ................................................ . 
Various manufacturers lor Bandley-Page parts'" •••.•••• 

~~~f~~-~-~~-~ ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
'Iotal. ............................................ . 

RECAP[TULATION OF A.IRP£..Am::s. 

Number 
rcce1ved. Amount. 

tBS $3, 457, 229. 52 
~50 2,137' 500.00 
50 326, 170. 1() 
'i5 394,121.41 
1 11,720.00 

100 
680 ····i;733;i36.'oo 

17,504.74 
-------1------------

~.152 9,173,()50.84 

Automobile and kindred industry....................... 2, 003 19,843,837. 39 

U~Y----------------------------------

Aeronautical industrv...... ... .......................... 9, 7421 $84,704,155.16 

Miscellaneou.;.. ...................•.••......•...••••••••. 2,152 !1,173,05().84 
415

•
259

'
686

·
6

!) I 'Iota!.............................................. 13,8941113,721,0l3.39 
Total appropriations--------------------------- 1,200,054,758.00 ----------------------------------------~------~-----------Less amount for sus_pension contracts____________ 509, 199, 915. 90 

-------------- Engines. 

Less unallotted balance and suspension contracts 
690,854,842.01 I ______________________ A_E_R_o_N_A_UT __ Ic_A_L __ IND __ u_s_T_R_Y_·~------------~~---

proper as above----------------------------- 167,305,094.31 -----------------
523,549,747.70 

Add disbursements since armistice_______________ 93, 940, 229. 30 

Grand total disbnrsements- ----~------------6-1_7_,_4_8_9_,_9_7_7-. -00-

Total appropriations--------------------------- 1, 200, OU4, 758. 00 
Disbursements, including $1,7891000 held for settle

ment of three contracts ourstanding Mar. 31, 
1921------------------------------------- --Savings returned to Treasury __________________ _ 

017,489,977.00 
582, 504, 781. 00 

Ca h received from disposal of property declared 
surplus--~----------------------------------Actual cost air endeavor in war ________________ _ 

19,309,196.00 
5~8, 090, 781. 00 

APPENDIX I. 
Consolidated list of aircraft contmcts and deliveries in United. States 

April 6 .• 1917-November 1, 1919 . 
.AIRPLANES, El\GINES, AIRSHIPS, BALLOONS (SUPPLY, FREE, TOY, OBSERVA· 

TIOX, TARGE'l', PROPAGA.l."'DA, EXPERIMENTAL) ARRANGED BY INDUSTRIES 
AXD BY CONTRACTORS. 

Rearranged from correct,ed copy of "Aircraft Surveys," House Docu
ment No. 621, Sixty-sixth Congress, -second session, on file in office, 
Chief of Air Service, to show the amounts paid to each contractor, 
divided between the aeronautical, automobile and kindred, and miscel· 
laneous industries. Only disbursements to November 1, 1919, are 
shown. Consequently settlements in liquidation of suspended contracts 
are not included. The above document is public and for all practical 
purposes shows the amounts expended for flying material. 

Those concerns which were producing airplanes, ail·craft engines, 
balloons. or airships prior to the World War and generally accepted as 
pioneer aeronautical manufacturers, and those other concerns organized 
during the wa r period and who nre continuin~ active operations in 
aeronautics, have been considered in the classification "Aeronautical 
industry." 

.Ai1·planes. 
AERONAU'l'ICAL IND'C"STRY. 

Kind. Number I received. Amount. 

Curtiss ...................... .' .......................... . 
Standard ............................................... . 
Sturtevant ............................................. . 

4,01-i 
1,03f 

Wright.................................................. 51 
L. W. F................................................. 131 
Glenn Martin............................................ 10 
Thomas-Morse........................................... 599 

kci;~i~~~~:~~:: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 7 

Gallaudet............................................... 4 
Breese................................................... 300 
Burgess................................................. 1 
Aeromarine ....................................................... . 

$29, 366, 397. 24 
15, 589,694. 63 

11,250.00 
329,250.00 

1, 649, 377. 50 
822,575. Z1 

3, 106, 103. Z1 
61,676.00 
11,328.00 

140,013.02 
591,32.5. 85 
l6,009. 50 

Fowler .............. ; .............................. :.. . . 50 323, 166. 90 

~:~~~d~~~:~~::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3, ~ 3~; ~: g~g .. ~ 
Ordnance................................................ 8 144,742. 98 

-------:-----------
Total ........................................................ ~ 84, 70i, 155.16 

AUTOMOBILE AND KINDRED INDUSTRIES. 

Fisher................................................... 2, 000 $19,643,837.39 
Brewster.············--·-····---···--·············--···· ... . .... . . 200,000.00 

Total ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ·-··-~·········· :t.,OOO 19, 843, 837. 39 

MISCELLANEOUS (E1>iERGENCY WAR ORGANIZATIONS, NEW CONCERNS, MISSIONS, ETC.). 

Kind. 

Ordnance ...•••••.•..• _ ................................. . 
Lawrance ...•••••••••••••.•••••......••...•.••••••••••••• 
Ball-~cott ................................... _ ••••••••••• 
Curtiss ................................................. . 
Standard ••••••••••••.••••••..••...•..••..••.•••••••••••• 
L. W. F ................................................ . 
Sturtevant ............................................. . 
Burgess ................................................ . 
Wright ................................................. . 
'Ihomas-Morse ......................................... .. 
Gallaudet ............................................. .. 
Packard •..••••••••••••.•..••..••.•••••..•••.•••••••••••• 

'Iota! ............................................. . 

Number 
received. 

2 
1 

1 255 
'75() 

41 
£4 
73 
30 

5,816 
69 
4 

6,63() 

14,765 

AUTOMOBILE AND KINDRED INDUS'l'RIES. 

Amount. 

(1) 
$21,000.00 

2, 944,631. 03 
- 634, 54 7. 23 

215,093.14 
(1) 

l302, 000. 0[) 
133,500.00 

54,372, 268. 68 
321,990.08 

(1) 
42,780, 339. 50 

101, 72.5,369. 64 

~~!:~::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: i ~; ~: ~ 

lSi~~=nmm~mm~~~~~~~~~~~~~~mmm~ ----~~- i~:~l 
~xcelsior Motor. . . .. . .. . • • .. • .. . • . . . . • • • . • . • . • . • • • • • . • • • ~51 295, 000. 00 
Nordyke & Marmon ............................ ~........ 2,000 18,015,240.38 
Winton................................................. 1 1,485.00 
Trego .............................. _................... 1 1,145,008.11 
Lincoln................................................. 6,500 45,859,985.18 

j 

Ji'ord....... ........................ ...................... 3,950 29,4()1,393. 62 
'\Villys-M:orrow... •. • .. • •• • .. • • . . . • .. .. . •• • •• . . . • .. •• • ••• 1 400. 00 

Total.............................................. 24,0581 132,102,018.63 

MISCELLANEOUS. 

Canadian Aero .......................................... . 
Aero Engineering ....................................... . 
Schierer ................................................. . 
Italian War liQsion .................................... . 
British "\Var Mission ..•.•.••••..•...•.•...•••••.•.•.••••• 
Union Switch .......................................... . 

r~Jc~~~!~~~r::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

400 
121 

1 
4 
8 

2,585 
6 
3 
2 

$252, 000. 00 
523,723.14 
(1) 
(1) 

· · · io; iai; 298:89 
1()3, 752.00 
(I) 
(1) 

Total. ..••••• ~-· .. ·~.............................. 3, 13J I 11, 010, 774. 03 

1 Amount-s wholly or partly included in s_ame contracts covermg airplanes. 
RECA.!'ITULATION OF ENGINES. 

Aeronauticalindustry .................................. . 
Automobile and kindred industry .••....••••••••••.•.. _. 
Miscellaneous ........................................... . 

Total. ............................................ . 

Balloons and airship1. 
AERO .NDUSTRY. 

Kind. 

14,765 
24,053 
3,130 

41,953 

Number 
received. 

$101, 725,369. 6! 
132,102,018. 63 

11, 010, 774. 03 

. 244, 838, 162. 30 

Amount. 

Connecticut. . . • • . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . .. . • . .. .. . . . .. . • . . • .. .. . 128 $393, 464. 10 
Knabenshue... .. . . . . . . . • • • .. . . . . . .. .. .. .. . . .. . . .. . • .. • . . 28 l!lS, 501. 66 
French-American........................................ 1 1, 800. 00 

Empire ........................................................... . ~15, 000. 00 Goodyear................................................ 1687 4, 160, 58R.HI 

1 • 4~J~: ~ 1 ----T_o_t_a.t. __ ._ .. _·_·_· ._._·_· ._._._ .. _._._ .. _·_·_· ._._·_· ._._·_· ._._·_· ._._._-._._._ .. _._.c_-_-_-_-_-_84~-1~2-
1

-:_-_-4_,~7-1»_-_'~35~~3.~95-
1(), 000. 00 1 Includes one airship. 

rtg~~f;~~;\vor'ks: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: : ~ 
Italian War Mission..................................... 1 
Equipment Holding .............................. ~...... 2 



1921. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 873 
Balloons and airships-Continued. 

AUTOMOBILE INDUSTRY. 

Kind. Number 
received. 

Goodrich................................................. 249 
United States Rubber................................... 6,437 
Firestone................................................ 7 

Amount. 

Revere .....................••.........•..........•...... ~-:·~~ I 
Total ............................•. ......... -.. -· -- , \lti_ 

$1, 78R, 253. 91 
428,252.63 
76,223.56 

2,030. 63 

2, 291, 760. 81 

MISCELLANEOUS. 

Halsey.................................................. <- S1,185.2l 
Scott .. _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 161 18, 579. 71 
Columbia................................................ 1 60. OJ 
Pilot balloons (Faultless).............. .................. 22,866

4
, 1,608.30 

Navy Department....................................... ., 70,000.0J 
Pilot balloons (Sterling) ..... __ .................. : ....... 

1 

__ s._50_o_
1 

____ s,_7_35_._oo 

Total... . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • . . . . . . . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31, 575 100, 168. 25 

RECAl'ITULATlON OF BALLOONS. 

Total balloons and airships: .................... : .... ··· .I 4.1, 3871. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Total expenditure ....................................... 

1
.... ... . .. r1,1~g, 283.01 

APPENDIX II. 
DISPOSAL OJ!' SURPLUS MATERIAL. 

Following is a statement of a~ronautical material declared surplus 
In the United States Army Air Service and disposed of, as of March 23, 
1921. (Memorandum to Information Group from Acting Chief Material, 
Disposals, and Salvage Division, March 31, 1921.) · 
Tc.tal value declared surplus (cost to Government)-- $103, 412'; 028. 07 
Value of material disposed of (cost 

to Government) ; 
Adjustments, wastage, deprecia

tion----------------------- $4.403,240.83 
Material absorbed in settlement of claims ___________________ ~ 372,000 00 
Tranli!f~r!·ed to other Air 8en:ice 

nctiVIhes ------------------ 17, 205, 367. 06 
Transferred to other Government 

departments-no funds------ 5, 139, 315. 33 
Total sold-

Govemment 
depart-
ments ___ $19,380.52 

Com mer-
cilll ----- 54,340,893.96 

54,360,27'1:.48 
87,480,197.70 

Actual receipts for amounts disposed of____________ 19. 399, 196. 00 
Value of remainder yet to be disposed of (cost to 

Government) --------------------------------- 15,931,830.37 
Percentage of amount disposed -of. 84.59. 

OTHER EXPE::\I>ITCTIES. 

The above figures account for $365,708A85.30 of the total war-time 
aeronautical expenditures for the Army, as follows: 

~il~~:~~~~~~~====~==~=====:::::::~======~===== ~~~:~:~:~!~:g~ 
365,708,488.70 

This leaves $251,781,488.30 to be accounted for in the expenditures 
for other purposes. 

Below are figures which will show these main expenditures in con
crete form: 

TRAINIXG STA'l'IOXS. 

30 flying schools and fields _________ $55, 587, 422. 74 
5 balloon schools ___ ------------- 2, 510, 4U6. 01 
1 aerial photo school------------- 1, :wo. 00 
1 radio school and laboratory______ 486. 350. 00 
1 aero gunnery schcol ------------ 380. 000. 00 
1 mpcbanics' school-------------- 158, 900. 00 
8 warehouses and depots---------- 5, 114. 041. 67 
3 engine repair dept>tS------------ 1, 962, 120. 00 
3 concentr-ation camps------------ 2, 406, 700. 00 
5 acceptance pat·ks r~nd experimental 

station______________________ 6~1. 533.50 
3 Sunday stations________________ 479,154.55 

------ $69, 727,918. 47 
Rental for flying fields, schools, depots, rights of way, 

buildings, warehou!'es, wnarves (acreage owned by 
United States not included in these figm·es) ------- 709, 899. 72 

Foreign exppnditures (estimated) for airplanes, en-
gines. fields, anc! other purchases _________________ 139, 000, 000. 00 
(P. 184, United Air l::iervice hearing, pt. 2.) 

Miscellaneous : 
Pay of personnel, officers, enlisted men, and civil

ians, machine guns, ammunition, bombs, cam-
eras, flying clothing, and other purchases______ 42, 343, 670. 11 

251,781,488.30 
Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I am hardly able to follow the 

-logic of my good friend from Vermont [:Mr . . GREENE]. He raises 
an object:on to the plea made by the gentleman from Kansas 
[l\lr. CAMPBELL] that we should not neglect the Air Service. 

1\fr. GREENE of Vermont. Oh, I know the gentleman is too 
scrupulously conscientious to put words in my month that I did 
not myself use or intend to use. I took for my text the state
ment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], that in the 
next war the infantry and the artillery would play but a small 
part. 

l\fr. TOWNER. The gentleman's logic went much further 
than that. For instance, he illustrates the proposition bY. say
ing that there was no improvement made ; that the same idea 
was suggested in Hannibal's time that is suggeste-d now; that 
afte·r all it is the man behind the gun that must be principally 
considered, and. therefore, that be should not pay very much 
anrl very particular attention to the gun. That is the propo
sition that seems to be implied from the gentleman's argument. 

1\lr. GREENE of Vermont. It may be for the purposes of the 
gentleman's making a speech, but it was not implied in anything 
that I said. 

l\lr. TOWNER. I entirely disagree with the gentleman, be
cause if his speech did not have that implication, then it d~d 
not have any implication. I want to call attention to this fact, 
in all seriousness, leaving out of consideration the gentleman 
from Vermont in this particular. We must not forget-and I 
think the gentleman from Vermont will agree with this propo
sition-that there never was a time in the history of civiliza
tion when we were making as rapld progress in development 
with regard to increasing the implements of warfare as we are 
doing now. If we realize what the other nations of the world 
are do~ng with regard to the air service, we would be not only 
foolish, not only stupid, but criminally negligent if we did not 
follow up just as far as we poss.bly can with those develop
ments and meet thei:n as long as we must stand with the other 
nations of the world in a defensive attitude. We are ~Jliged 
to do tllis. In the A1·gonne when our own forces were not sup
plied with air machines, and when the enemy wassweepingdown 
on the defenseless lines, killing and maiming thousands of our. 
boys because we could not meet their offensive with a defensive 
air service, it would not have been a very conv .ncing argument 
to our soldiers to tell them what the gentleman from Vermont 
has just said. We must keep track of these developments of 
warfare and we must meet them as long as we are compelled to 
meet them. I sincerely hope that the hour is not distant when 
we may bring the forces of the world to realize that all of this 
must stop sometime, that all of this increase in the power to kill 
and maim mankind must cease, and I expect before long, just 
as soon as it is possible, we shall all take steps to bring that 
about. 

The administration politically, the people of this country 
generally, the Members of this House without rega·rd to polit
ical divisions. I am sure, will aid in this development. But 
until that t ime shall come we must keep our powder dry. We 
must act with the intelligence of the age and with the common 
sense that has always manifested America's position with 
regard to the world in seeing that we do not neglect to make 
our defense at least as strong as the poss;bJe offense of any 
other nation in the world . 

.Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa 
[i\Ir. TowNER] can not more sincerely desire international dis
armament than I do. I am ready to do anything and everything 
possible to bring about an agreement among the nations• which 
will greatly lessen if not put an end to the competitive and 
wasteful expenditures that are now being made in preparation 
for future wars-wars that would never occur if reason and 
justice ruled mankind. 

Until a binding and effective agreement to disarm can be 
made it is undoubtedly the part of wisdom for the United 
States to accumulate an adequate supply of all the modern 
implements of warfare. I shall vote for the necessary appro
priations for that purpose and for whatever sums that may be 
needed for experiments in devising even more deadly means 
of destroying our enemies. But in doing so I shall not deceive 
myself into the belief that some .inventive genius will discover 
anything which can be substituted for ~he sold;er who marches 
and fights on foot, armed with a weapon that he can carry 
in his hands. 

It should never be forgotten that the infantry is the " Queen 
of Battles." Every othet· branch of the military service is a 
mere auxiliary which works for the infantry. The infantryman 
must be fed and clothed, and that is why we have quarter
masters and a ·service of supply. The engineers may make 
maps and repair the roads; the cavalry may scout ahead ; the 
·air service may do even more in locating the enemy; the artil
lery may prepare the way; but without the infantry no battle 
could be won. It is that steel-white arm, the bayonet, in the 
hands of the foot soldier which ultimately decides the course 
of every conflict and the fate of every nation. 
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~h. LITTLE. If the gentleman from Arizona "rill yield, 
I once heard a soldier ay "the cavalry. finds them, the artil
lery scares them, and the infantry licks them/' 

l\Ir. HAYDE....~. The gentleman from Kansas has been a 
gallant . oldier and what he says is true. He will agree with 
me that one who thinks that any of the auxiliary arms can 
be so improved as to do away with the American "doughboy " 
sadly misunderstands the lessons of history. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For pay of officers of the line :wd staff, $46,000,000. 

1\Ir. STEVENSON. 1\lr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I want to ascertain bow many officers are provided 
for by this appropriation. . 

l\lr . .ANTHONY. We provide here for 14,000. T4ere are 
:12,900 now in the service. ' 

1\Ir. STEVENSON. I understood the gentleman from Kansas 
on yesterday or the day before yesterday to state that this 
provided for 14,000. Now, the statement was made twice yes· 
terday-I think once by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 1c· 
KENZIE] and once by the gentleman from California [1\Ir. 
KAHN]-tbat it provided for 17,000 officers. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The act of reorganization itself authorized 
the appointment of 17,000 officers. 

1\fr. STEVENSON. I know that statement--
1\fr. ANTHONY. But under the limitation of this bill they 

will only have 14,000. 
1\lr. STEVENSON. You haT"e n limitation of 14,000 in tllis? 
1\lr. ANTHONY. We have-. -
Mr. STEVENSON. I did not understand the statement of 

the gentleman from Illinois yesterday that it providell for 
17,000 when we only appropriate for 14,000. 

1\fr. BLANTON. l\1r. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in order to- ask a question. This provision in this bill is 
not legislation. It is merely an appropriation providing money 
for pay of 14,000 officers. The Army reorganization bill is legis
lation and authorized the appointment by the Secretary of 'Var 
of 17,000 officers. Gentlemen on this side and some on the 
other, including my~elf, criticized the Secretary of War for 
going beyond our authorization in appropriations, but yet 
others defended the Secretary of War for going according to 
law. I want to ask the distinguished chairman of the com
mittee, what is there in the law, if the Secretary of War saw 
fit so to do, to prevent him from complying with the provision 
1)f law and appointing 17,000 officers, in which case the Congress 
of the United States would be forced in deficiency bills to come 
in and provide pay for the extra men who had been placed there 
by the Secretary of War? 

1\Ir. ANTHONY. Not if the Congress approYe<.l tile proYi ion 
at_ the top of page 22, which says: 

That the .Army shall be reduced by the Secretary of War so that the 
sum herein appropriated shall defray the entire cost of the pay of 
the officers and enlisted men of the line and staff during the fi cal year 
ending June 30, 1922. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, but the gentleman knows that should 
the Secretary issue commissions to 17,000 officers we would have 
to pay them with deficiencies. What I want to ask the gentle· 
man is, whether or not in his opinion the present Secretary 
of ·war would con ider that provision at the top of page 22 
mandators upon him to such an extent that he would disobey 
the other statutory law of the land and refuse to go beyond it? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not see how he dare disobey that. 
Mr. BLANTON. If there is no question about that, I with· 

draw the pro forma amendment. 
1\l.r. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out tlle last 

word. I desire to make an inquiry of the chairman relative to 
the question of discharging men now in the service. Ai3 I un
derstand it, there are now in the service, a lm·ge number enlisted 
within the last year, about 235,000 men. 

1\lr. fi~HONY. Two h1mdred and thirty-two thousand is 
what they figure it now. _ 

1\lr. DOWELL. Under the law, as I understand it, or at 
least under the interpretation of the War Department, the de· 
partment has refused to release any of these men from the serv
ice notwithstanding- we passed legislation in the Congress limit
ing this number to 175,000. Doe. the gentleman know that is 
true? 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is true. 
1\lr. DOWELL. Is it the opinion of the gentleman that the 

department is not authorized to release these men upon a show
ing of dependency, irre pective of the fact that there are now 
more than necessary in the Army? 

1\lr. ANTHONY. There is no question, as hns been repeatedly 
stnteu, that the Secretary of 'Var has the right to discharge 
any enlisted man nt any time. 

1\lr. DOWELL. Well, now, that is just the question I wanted 
to ask, as I haT"e a ruling here by the department which I want 
to submit to the House, and which shows that the department 
is not in accord with the Yiew of the chairman of the com
mittee and is not releasing men in the Army, notwithstanding 
the fact that we have now perhaps 60,000 more than de ired, as 
declared by Congress. 

Ai3 I understand it, it costs about 2,000 per year per man for 
every one retained in the Army. A short time ago I submitted 
to the War Department the question of the release of a young 
man who desired to be released out of the ~ervice. He had a 
contract for a position at $200 per month and was very anxious 
to secure his release. The young man furnished the department 
a statement of facts something like this: His father was a 
blacksmith at a mining camp ancl was out of employment. The 
young man's mother had died prior to his enlistment, it is true, 
and there were some :roung children who had to be supported 
and his father, without employment, was unable to support th~ 
family. The e affidavits were filed with the department, and I 
h::rve them here. The department submitted to me, after several 
weeh"E of endently careful consideration, the following letter 
which I want to read to the House: It says : ' 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF T HE CIIIEF Oli' STA.ll' F, OPERATIONS DIYISION 

Washington, A1ni1. !G,' 19.?1. 
Hou. C. C. Do \\"ELL, 

House of Representati~:cs, Wasltington, D. a. 
~Y DEAR MR. DOWELL : With further reference to your letter of 

.Apnl 4, ~921, I be~ to advise you that application for discharge of 
I:vt. ~atr1ck Domimc ~as been r~ceived. 'I'he reason for discharge 
Cited w the accompanymg affidavits is dependency of Pvt. Domin\c'tl 
father, tlue to the inabillty of the father to obtain work. Section 29 
of the net of June 4, 1920, authorizes discharge on account of depend· 
ency only when such disability is " by reason of death or disability of 
;;e~~~ber of the family of an enlisted man occurring after his enlist· 

Since no death or disability is shown in the accomp:wying a.ffidavits 
the case does not Come within the pro;islon Of tbe abOTe act and can 
not be approved. 

Yery truly, your::! , 
HENRY JERVEY, 

Brigadier GencraJ, Assistant OMef of Staff. 

With over 60,000 surplus of men in the Army, the young 
man in the service who has a contract at $200 per month, his 
father out of employment, and with little children to support 
is unable to secm·e a favorable sanction of the War Department 
for his release, though costing thi. Government $2,000 per 
annum. 

1\fr. KEARNS. I would like to ask the gentleman if that -
quotation in the letter is from the law or a ruling? 

Mr. DOWELL. I assume it is a quotation from the law. 
What I am getting at is this: Either the 'Var Department has 
given a narrow construction of the law, or the Committee on 
Military Affairs ought to bring before Congre s at once a bill 
to provide for the release of these men. [Applause.] There 
is no reason in this world, and no reason given by the \Vnr 
De-partment, except as they construe the law that they are un· 
able to release them, that this man, who is able to earn $200 
a month, in order to support his minor brothers and sisters, 
sh<mld not be given the privilege of helping to support them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Missis, ippi. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. DOWELL. I will. 
1\Ir. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Could we not correct that l..ly 

putting an amendment on this bill, if we were so disposed? 
Mr. DOWELL. I am very glad of the suggestion, and I cer

tainly hope, with this situation before the Hou e, thi will be 
done. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. DOWELL. I yield. 
Mr. A.NTHO:!\TY. I think the bill does contain n prov-ision 

that will accomplish just what the gentleman want~. 
1\fr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. In answer to the gentleman, 

I have examined that clause -rery carefully. It leaves it in 
their discretion~ but they abused the discretion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Coupled with the Borah amendment, which 
compels them to reduce the size of the Army, lie will avail 
himself of the men who want discharge. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con ent for 

five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 

The Chair hears none. 
Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DOWELL. I yield. 
Mr. HULL. I wi..sh to call the gentleman's attention to this, 

that I expect, when the section is reached, to offer an amendment 
to remedy that T"ery thing. · 
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Mr. DOWELL. However that may be, this is a very im

portant matter in view of the fact that we are now undertaking 
to reduce the Army. By a violation of what the War Depart
ment well knew was the will of Congress, they have enlisted 
235,0.00 men, and unless I am mistaken, and unless there is a 
definite action by Congress, there will be but few released by 
the War Department unless they are compelled to do so. Now, 
·I believe, as we are going to reduce the Army, we should make 
provision for the release of these young men who desire to be 
released. They should not be compelled to stay in the Army 
during the next two or three years when they can better them
selves so much on the outside. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DOWELL. I yield. 
Mr. BLANTON. As the number of privates in the Army are 

decreased to a certain extent, does it automatically lower the 
grade of such officers? 

1\lr. DOWELL. I presume, perhaps, that is true. 
l\1r. · BLANTON. And is not that the reason for part of the 

great desire of the department to keep the number up? 
1\lr. DOWELL. I can not answer what is the reason, but I 

do know that they are holding them in the service. 
Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman permit me 

to answer that very suggestion? 
Mr. DOWELL. I will permit the gentleman to do so. 
Mr. GREENE of Vermont. You could discharge all the 

enli ted men in the Army that are there now, and it would not 
change the grades of a single commissioned officer, except in the 
:Medical Department 

Mr. DOWELL. However that may be, my purpose is, when 
we have oYer 60,000 additional men that we do not want, and 
they are costing the Government $2,000 a year each to keep, 
and they have better positions offered outside, to have the 
privilege of retiring them from the serrice and permitting them 
to go into private employment, I think we ought to so state 
in this bill. 

Mr. J. M. NELSON. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. DOWELL. Yes. 
Mr. J. M. NELSON. In the course of your investigation, have 

they refused to reduce on the basis of the case you presented? 
On what basis are they reducing? 

Mr. DOWELL. They can not reduce under this opinion, 
under the restriction that is placed upon it. I read: 

Only by reason of death or disability of a member of the family of an 
enlisted man occurring after his enlistment. 

In this case the young man's mother died before he enlisted 
and the conditions did not exist then that exist now. There
fore, he can not be discharged, because this did not occur after 
his enlistment. 

Mr. JAl\1ES of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

1\Ir. DOWELL. Yes. 
Mr. J Al\fES of Michigan. Did he make the allotment to his 

father? 
Mr. DOWELL. I do not know anything about the allotment 

I am not discussin~ that phase of it. I am trying to submit 
to the Members of this House the actual situation. You are 
not going to reduce this Army unless you make a provision that 
will compel the War Department to discharge the men who 
want to be discharged from the service. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 

bas expired. · 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman 

from Iowa may have one-half minute more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's 

request? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will permit me, answering 

the distinguished gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GREENE], if the 
Army should be reduced, say, to 50,000 men, surely the Con
gress would not permit 14,000 officers to hold commissions. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Does the gentleman contend that 
I should make some reflections on that? 

l\fr. BLANTON. I admit that the gentleman is capable of 
making reflections on any subject. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
again expired. The Clerk will read. -

The Clerk read as follows : 
For pay of officers, National Guard, $100. 

l\1r. LAlUIAl\I. 1\fr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAl~. The gentleman from Texas moves to 
strike out the last ward. 

1\Ir. LAJ."'{Hd.l\f. I uo so for the purpose of asking the chair· 
man of the subcommittee the purpose of this item and a similar 
item for a like amount on page 16, with reference to the enlist
ment of the National Guard? 

Mr. ANTHONY. They are not paid directly from the pay 
of the Army, but we want to keep these items alive. In case 
the National Guard is ordered out into the Federal service, then 
we appropriate under that item. 

Mr. LANHAM. That accounts for the small sum? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. Otherwise they are paid under the 

National Guard item. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the. pro forma amend

ment is withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For pay of the officers of the Officers' Reserve Corps, $250,000 : 

Provided, That no portion of th1s appropriation shall be expended for 
the pay of a reserve officer on active duty for a longer period than 15 
days, except such as may be detailed for duty with the War Depart· 
ment General Staff under section 3a and section 5(b) of the Army re
organization act · approved June 4, 1920, or who may be detailed for 
courses of instruction at the general or special service schools of the 
Army, or who may be detailed fot· duty as instructors at civilian mili
tary training camps appropriated for in this act, or who may be de
tailed for duty with tactil'.al units of the Air Service, as provided in 
section 37a of the Army reorganization act approved June 4, 1920, and 
except one officer of the Medical Reserve Corps. 

Mr. MOORES of India.na. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. l\Ioom:s of Indiana : Page 15, line 12, 

after the word "service," insert "or who may be detailed for duty in 
the Judge Advocate General's Department." • 

Mr. MOORES of. Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent for 10 minutes to explain this amendment. I think it 
will need it. 

The CHAIRl\fAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

lllr. ANTHONY. I shall have to object to more than five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fro"m Kansas objects. The 
gentleman from Indiana is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. MOORES of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is 
offered absolutely in the interest of economy in the public serv
ice and in the administration of the Army. Some of you 1."110W 
that the Army nulintains and did maintain during the war a 
very large fleet of transports and attendant vessels and other 
vessels of various sorts. You and I, who have practiced law or 
those who have employed lawyers, know something about what 
admiralty lawyers charge when they are employed specially 
in a case and what we have to pay for them. There is an ad
miralty board of reserve officers in the Army, there being no 
admiralty lawyers in the Judge Advocate General's force. 
During the war a number of cases arose which had to be set
tled in accordance with the rules of admiralty law, which no 
lawyer except an admiralty lawyer understands. 

There are now pending in the War Department between 400 
and 500 of these claims still unadjusted, although the admiralty . 
board is working on them all the time. There are 40 or 50 of 
these claims which are filed from month to month, or have been 
this winter. This board of four or five admiralty lawyer~. re
serve officers-majors, most of them-are employed day after 
day in adjusting these claims and have saved for the Govern
ment millions of dollars. 

A provision like the one I am seeking to amend was in the 
bill which passed the House last winter. Secretary Baker 
wrote to Mr. W ADSV>ORTH, discovering that he could not keep, 
under the terms of the bill, his admiralty lawyers in the .Judge 
Advocate General's Department more than 15 -days. I have a 
copy of that letter here, asking an amendment permitting 1 hese 
reserve officers to serve longer than 15 days. I shall not de
tain the committee by reading that letter. The letter which 
Mr. 'Veeks wrote to this subcommittee I have here, and, without 
objection, I shall read it. It is very brief. This is the letter 
which Secretary Weeks wrote to the chairman of the commit
tee, and it refers to Mr. Baker's letter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
bas expired. 

Mr. MOORES of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for "five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman'::; re-
quest? . 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOORES of Indiana. Yes. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Hlls tbe gentleman any information ns to 

who these admiralty lawyers are and the number of them? 
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1\lr. MOORES of Indiana. There are four Ol' five of them; 
not over that. 

l\lr. ANTHONY. Do you know their names? 
l\lr. MOORES of Indiana. No. I do not know the name of a 

ingle one of them. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. I tJ1erc objection to tbe gentleman's re· 

quest? 
There was no objection. 
)fr. l\lOORES of Indiana. I read: w .!Il. DEP.\R'FMEXT, 

Washington, Ap1"11 V, 19-Zt. 
lion. D.!XIEL R. AXTHOXY, Jr., 

House of Rept·esentatives. 
Drun l\ln. AxTHONY: I run informed that the Army appropriation act, 

1922, wbich faHed of enactment at tbe last session, is about to be rein· 
troduced in the new Congress. That bill, as passed by Congress, was 
o worded that no reserre officer couhl be called to active duty in the 

Jullge .Advocate General's Department for a longer ~eriod than 15 days 
in any year. (See H. R. 15943. Calendar No. 77·t. Report No. G09, 
I>P· 15 ami 16.) 

I am also informed ibat my predecessor, Secretary Bake1·, 1:·equested 
that the bill be amenlled, but that his letter appears to have been re· 
ceived too late for favorable action. Since I also am of opinion that 
the bill should be amended, and for the same reasons, I take the liberty 
of quoting with approval the following extract from a letter of Secre· 
tar:v Eaker's to Senator WADSWORTH, chairman Senate Committee on 
:Military Affairs, dated February 25, 192~: 

"The Judge Advocate General's Department, as rP.org.anized under the 
.Army reorganization act, has among its reserve otncers certain highly 
trained speeialists in branches of dvil and military law (especially ad
miralty), whose services during the war were of the greatest value to 
tbe Government, and can not at once be dispensed with. They are now 
engaged upon work which wa forced upon this department by the war 
and which continues to come. They are dispo ing of it successfully 
because of their previous civil and military experience. Permanent offi
cers can not be substituted for them and trained to their special work 
without an e.J>.-pcnse which must far excee{l their pay. They will be 
relieved from duty whenever their sen-'ice · can be spared without detri
ment to the best interests of the Government. In asking that pro
vision be ma< for their temporary retention, I feel that I am still 
carrying out the War Department policy which I approve, to the effect 
that' reserve officers shall not now be called for ordinary duty. 

"If your committee approve of this suggestion, the following slight 
amendment might be made to the appropriation act, as indicated by the 
addNl words in italic: 

"For pay of the officer of the Officers' Reserve Corps, '750,000 : 
Pro1:ided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended for 
the pay of a reserve officer on active duty t(}r a longer period than 15 
days, except such a may IJe detailed for duty with the War Department 
General Staff under section 3a and section 5b of the Army reorganiza
tion act approved June 4, 1920, or who may be detailed for courses 
of instruction at the general or ·pecial service schools of the Army, 
or who may be detailed for duty as instructor at civilian military train
ing camps appropriated for in this act, or who may be detailed for duty 
with tactical units of the Air Senice, or who may ue detailed tor duty 
<tn the Judge A.dv&eate General's Department as provided in section 37a 
of the Army reorganization act approved .June 4, 1920." 

I hope that your committee will appro ·e and adopt the amendment. 
Very truly, your~, 

JOH:'f w. WEEKS, 
SeCJ·etary of W w-. 

The word in italic in llie above letter are· the words I have 
offered in my amendment. I have simply copied the words of 
Secretary Baker and of Secrotary Weeks, " or who may be 
detailed for duty in the Judge Advocate, General's Department." 

It is in the intere ·t of public economy. It is to effect a very 
great saving through the use of the e men who have been suc
ce · fully handling these claims for the last two or three years, 
who still have between 400 and 500 of them, which they are now 

. working upon, who know all the facts, who have been pecially 
traine(l in adnliralty practice; and as a lawyer I feel safe in 
saying to you that even tbe best lawyer who is not a specialist 
in admiralty is as unfit to try an admiralty case as is ·a general 
lawyer to try a patent case. · 

l\fr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. MOORES of Indiana . I yield to the gentleman from 

California. 
1\lr. KAHN. It i a fact that these lawyers in the Judge Advo

cate General's Department are frequently called upon to meet 
the >ery best admimlty lawyers in the country in the courts, 
and therefore it is e ential that there should be some good 
admiralty lawyer. in the Judge Advocate General's Department. 

l\fr. MOORES of Indiana. They have to meet lawyers of the 
highest characte-r and standing, men like Wilhelmus Mynderse, 
the greatest admiralty lawyer this country ever produced. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. MOORES of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman from 

Iowa. 
l\1r. GREEN of Iowa. I tho1·oughly agree that a lawyer who 

engages in ordinary practice, no matter how skillful or learned 
he may be, if he does not pay any attention to admiralty prac
tice, as a rule knows nothing about it; but as I under tand the 
gentleman's amendment it would not prevent their being assigned 
to the .Judge Advocate General's office for any purpose. 

l\lr. MOORES of Indiana. I have enough fa ith in ·secretary 
Buker and Secretary Week to believe that they would n:ot ask 
for one thing an<l take unoth"f'r, and I · have copie{l the Ian· 

guage prepared b the Secretary, becau~e 1 believe it cover· 
the ground. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Certainly it wouh.1 be broad enough · 
but I did not know but that the gentleman might uggest som~ 
slight modification that ·would limit it to case· where they '\Ten~ 
engaged in admiralty work. 

Mr. MOORES of Indiana. I would be perfectly willing to have 
that added; but I am afraid it would bungle up the section if 
we should try to do it now. Perhaps the Hou e would like to 
know, and I can explain ill a sentence the character of thi 
work. We have a great Army fleet of engineer boats, trnns
ports, colliers, and various vessels used in war that are not n 

, part of the Navy and have nothing to do with tile Na"Vy. There 
are contracts about these vessels. There are colli ion cases, 
there are injuries and actions for negligence. I remember very 
well a case where two men were scalded to death in a boilel' 
on one of these Yessels, and the claim wa made and had to be 
adjusted, and every one of tllese claims has to be adjusted in 
ac-cordance with the rules of admiralty law and not in accord
ance with the rilles of the common law. 

I submit the amendment. 
l\lr. WALSH. ·wm the gentleman permit a question? 
l\lr. MOORES of Indiana. I will. 
l\fr. WALSH. Under what authority of law, where a United . 

Stutes vessel is involved in a collision, does a legal officer of 
the War Department appear in court in an admiraltv suit? 

Mr. MOOHES of Indiana. I suppose he appear u.s specially 
detailed by the Attorney General, who is not an admiralty 
lawyer. 

Mr. STAFFORD. :\lay we have the amendment again re
ported? 

The ·cHAIRl\iAK. Without objection, the amendment will be 
again reported. 

The amendment wa · again read. 
1\Ir. ANTHO :ry. Mr. Chairman, under ilie language of the 

proposed amendment the entire $250,000 of this sum could be 
used to pay lawyers who are member of the Judge Advocate's 
reserve for defending such cases as the Secretary of War cho e 
to assign them to. One of the evils in the War Department in 
the last few years has been the great number of la~vyers who 
have been hired at large fees to perform all kind of legal work 
in connection with various activities. Now, the Judge Advo
cate General's Department, which i · suppo ·ed to do all the l~al 
work of the War Department, numbered about 32 officers before 
the war. We now have increased that corps to 115 officer.... WC' 
thought that number was ample to take care of t.be legal work 
of the W:ll' Department, and the gentleman from Mas achu etts 
[1\Ir. \V ALSH] has just called the attention of the House to the 
fact that it ought to be the duty of the Department of Justice 
to defend tlle United States Government in any suit brought for 
damages through the operation of its vessel , and the Judge 
Advocate General's Department in its proper activities should 
be limited to the giving of legal advice to the ecret, ry of War 
on the conduct of military courts and litigation and not to the 
active trial of such general Government litigation. 

If the War Department had come to the committee and stated 
specifically the number of reserve officer it required and the 
::unount of money that it desired to expend for such purpose w 
could have acted intelligently upon the proposition. but the com
mittee did not think it wise to throw tbi whole appropriation 
wide open to such use. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield 1 
'Mr. ANTHONY. I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey. 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Did you tell the Secretary of 

War in answer to his letter that you would make sueh an 
amendment if he put it in that form? 

1\Ir. ANTHONY. We did not. 
1.\lr. PARKER of New .Jersey. You ·im~ly 1·ejected it when 

he said it was necessa1·y? 
1\Ir. J. 1\1. NELSON. I· there not a division of tile Depart

ment of Justice now which has admiralty lawyers in it, who e 
duty it is to take care of these cases? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I can not inform the gentleman as to tllat, 
but I presume they are prepared to defend the United Stnte 
in any form of litigation. 

Mr. J. M . NELSON. Does the chairman of the committee 
think it wic:;e to establish divisions of the Attorney General's 
office in all the various departments? 

1\Ir. ~THONY. I do not think so. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amentl· 

ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [1\Ir. 1\IooRES]. 
The question being taken, on a division (demanded by 1\Ir. 

l\looREs of Indiana) there were-ayes 13, noes 49. 
' Accordingly the amendment wa rejectecl. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
For aviation increase, to officers of tbe Air Service, $1,000,000 : 

Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be used for pay 
of reserve officers. 

Mr. HULl.-. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on that 
proviso. 

Mr. A.i,THONY. It appeal'S to be a limitation. 
Mr. HULL. It changes the entire law. It does not reduce 

the amount at an. It simply says· you shall make the payment 
to the Regular Army and not to the reserve officers, and that 
is very injudicious. The Chairman understands that these men 
come in from civilian life and take two weeks of practice. 
They are worth practically as much as Regular Army officers, 
and they cost about one-fiftieth as much. Now, if you are 
going to discriminate against reserve officers you are not going 
to have any of them. There are very few of them as it is, 
and they are trying to build up a reserve corps, and we have 
got to have them. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL. Certainly. 
Mr. Al~THONY. I do not think the gentleman will say there 

is a discrimination against the reserve officers. This increase 
in flying pay is given to officers of the Regular service who 
participate in il.ights of not less than four hours a month for a 
certain number of months. Now, it· is very obvious that a 
reserve officer who comes in and flies for two weeks in the 
year does not comply with tbese regulations in accordance 
with 'vhich the Army gives increased pay to flying officers. 
It would be a mere gratuity to these reserve officers if we 
ga>e it to them. 

Mr. HULL. If that is true, there is no reason for the pro
vi ion. If they do not comply with they regulations, they 
would not be paid. You uo not want anything in this appro-
priation bill that looks like discrimination. · 

Mr. ArTHONY. It was evidently the intention of the War 
Department to pay the reserve officers, and in order to prevent 
it we put this limitation on. 

l\fr. HULL. Then it is a discrimination against the reserve 
officers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa contend 
that this is not a limitation? 

Mr. HULL. I certainly do; the amount is not reduced at 
all. The money will be paid out just the same; it will be 
paid out to the officers of the Regular A..rmy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call attention to the fact 
that Congress could make any limitation it pleases ; it could 
say that the money should not be paid to the Regular officers 
of the Army. The Chair must overrule the point of order. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the proviso. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: · 
Strike out the proviso which reacls, "Pro-tided, That. no portion of 

the appropriation shall be used for pay of reserve officers." 

Mr. HULL. 1\Ir. Chairman, the foundation of the military 
policy, if we have any policy, is that the re erve officers when 
on duty are equal to Regular Army men. In the reorganization 
act we provided that the reset·ve officers shall receive the same 
pay and allowance as an officer of the Regular Army of the 
same grade and length of service. Now, in order to keep some 
flyers in this cotmtry so they can fly we call back to the service 
for two weeks only certain reserve officers of the flying brigade. 
At this time they should receive the same pay as the Regular 
Army officers. EYen if they get this pay, they cost you less than 
one-fiftieth of what a Regular Army man does for a year's 
service. Probably they are not as efficient, but they are good 
flyers. They have to be or they could not fiy. They are men 
that have seen service, most of them abroad. They go to the 
flying schools and take two weeks' practice. 

Mr. J. l\.L NELSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. J. l\1. NELSON. Have you not the regular officers, and is 

not this, in effect, an increase in the number of officers to share 
in the appropriation? 

Mr HULL. We are trying to build up a reserve corps in 
order to lessen the Regular Army-keep the expenses down. 
That is the theory of having a reserve corps. 

Mr. J. l\f. NELSON. Under this bill you would have the 
Regular Army officers. 

l\fr. HULL. We need more than the Regular Army officers in 
one squadron. \Ve have not any flyers in the Regular Army if 
war comes; we have a few in the reserve corps, and are trying 
to build up a .reserve corps; but if you get to discriminating, as 
you are in this proviso, you will have no one in the reserve 
eorps. You will hear from it if you do not strike this out. 
Men will be brought back in the reserve CQrps and fly for two 
weeks, and then they will say that they got in for two weeks but 

tl1ey found the regular man was receiving more pay than they 
and so they would refuse to come. 

. Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Does the gentleman think the 

military can be paid for by a per diem, the same as you pay a 
bricklayer for the number of cubic yards of masonry? 

Mr. HULL. I do not. 
1\fr. GREENE of Vermont. Does the gentleman think tnut a 

man who comes back incidentally for two weeks should pe 
paid on the basis of one who has turned out to be an efficient 
officer? 

Mr. HULL. I think he should receive the same pay for two 
weeks as the regular man of the same rank. 

1\Ir. GREENE of Vermont. Does he render in the two weeks 
the same service that the man renders who has been working 52 
week of the year? 

Mr. HULL. He does not receive as much by one-fiftieth. 
1\fr. GREENE of Vermont. Again I come back to the question, 

Would you pay him on the same basis as you pay the bricklayer, 
a per diem? 

1\Ir. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. HULL. Certainly. 
Mr. KAHN. l\Iany of the reserve officers are employed in pri

vate enterpri es. They get salaries that do not enable them 
to go back into the reserves without being paid for the time 
they aJ2 doing reserve work. They can not afford to go into 
the reserves for two weeks without being paicl so that their 
families can get money to live on for those two weeks. There 
is nothing unusual in doing that. We do it with reference to 
the militia officers who go to the training camps for a week 
or two. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Tile question was taken; and on a division (demanded b:;!: 
1\fr. HULL) there were--33 ayes and 27 noes. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For additional pay to officers for length · of service, $4,000,000. 
1\Ir. S'\V ANK. Mr. Chairman, I move to stl'ike out the last 

word in order to make a statement to the Military Committee. 
The gentleman from New York called attention to the matter 
of discharged soldiers, and I agree with him entirely. I want 
to call attention to this fact: I had a case of a young· man who 
received a dishonorable discharge_ in the last 'var. I took it 
up with the War Department and was informed that they llad no 
authority to change it. I understand that there is another 
young man whom a Senator told me about who had a dishon
orable discharge, but who did not have a blaek mark against 
him. The only way to correct this would be by a special biU, 
and I notice that several such bills have been introduced. 

I know a young m-an who enlisted in the First Division, and 
who was in all of the great battles in France. When that 
division was ready to come home he was transferred and placed 
in the army of occupation. He was from Oklahoma. When 
they landed in Germany he and a bunch of his Texas friends 
got together, and you know what a bunch of boys from Okla
homa and Tex:as will do when they get where there is some
thing to drink, and they went off on a little spree. A bunch 
of noncommissioned officers was sent out to arrest them. This 
boy had a little fight with one of the noncommissioned officer . 
They court-martialed him and sentenced him to serve ·even 
years in the penitentiary. · When they came back to New York 
they chained him to a deserter and took him to Fort Leaven
worth and he served seven and a half months. I saw his 
records. He was rewarded for bravery several times. He was 
wounded and gassed. I think the Commitee on Military Affairs 
ought to bring in a bill creating a commission of some kind to 
hear cases of that nature and determine them and in meri
torious cases to make a recommendation, if. the man is dishon
orably discharged, when he should have been honorably dis
charged, especially in cases where in a civil court the charge 
would only amount to assault and battery and the maximum 
punishment would be a small fine and a little jail sentence. I 
arose merely to call this to the attentio~ of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. 'Vithout objection, the pro forma amend4 

ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

PAY Oll' E~LISTEO ~E~. 

For pay of enlisted men of the line and staff, . $83,000,000. 
1\lr. BYRNES of ,South Carolina. Mr. Ch-airman, I offer the 

following amendment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by l\It·. BYRNElS of South Carolina : Page 15, line 

22, strike out the figures " $83,000,000 " and insert in lieu thereof the 
figures " $72,678,659." 
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Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman proceeds 
will he yield to me fo a moment? 

1\lr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 
l\lr. KAHN. I have an amendment which I desil·e to offer 

increasing this amount. Should that amendment be now 
offered as a substitute for the amendment offered by the gentle· 
man from South Carolina? . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can offer it at any time 
before the vote is taken on the amendment. 

l\Ir. KAHN. 1\fr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the proposed amendment be read now for the information of the 
committee and be considered pending. 

The CHAIRl\fAJ.""\1". Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KAHN: Page 15, line 22, after the word 

"staff" strike out " $83,000,000 " and insert in lieu thereof "$88,· 
131~,219." 

l\Ir. BYRNES of South Carolina. l\lr. Chairman and gentle. 
men of the committee, the amendment that I have offered pro· 
vides a sum sufficient to pay 150,000 enlisted men. I use the 
exact figure that was carried in the bill as it was originally 
reported to the House in the last session. In addi lion to the 
150,000 men provided for by this amount, in another paragraph 
we provide for the pay of the Philippine Scouts, so that by the 
adoption of the amendment we will provide for the 150,000 
enli ted men and for the Philippine Scouts. The provision for 
the 14,000 officers has already been passed. 

1\fr. Chairman, it is unnecessary to refer to the history of 
this personnel que tion in recent months. After the Oongre s 
adopted the resolution limiting the Army to 175,000 men, the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations having this 
bill in charge made a most careful investigation of the subject. 
It is clear to all that the number of enlisted men in the Army 

~ must be fixed arbitrarily. No man is in a position to say ex· 
actly why the peace-time strength hould be 185,000, 165,000, 
or 150,000. No man can speak with absolute authority on that 
ubject, either in the War Department or out of it. 'l'his com

mittee, headed by the gentleman from Kansas [1\fr. ANTHONY], 
as well informed on military. affairs a any man in the House, 
with the gentleman from Alabama [1\fr. DENT], representing the 
minority, and the other gentlemen of the subcommittee who 
have familiarized themselves with military affairs and the 
necessities of the military organizations, decided that 150,000 
men was a sufficient force for the next fiscal year. .I want you 
to know not what I say about it, but what the chairman . of 
this subcommittee [Mr. ANTHONY] said about it only a short 
time ago. When this bill was introduced and Mr. ANTHONY 
wa presenting it to the House, the question was asked by Mr. 
1\!rr.LER, on February 1, 1921, and the following colloquy 
occurred: 

:Mr. MILLER. For a question. What was the basis for fixing the 
Immber at 150,000 men? Why not 125,000 or 175,000? How did 
the committee come to arrive at the number of 150,000? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The number was fixed after a careful study of the 
actual requirements of the country. We took into consideration the 
number of men who would be required to garrison our outlying posses
sions and the number of mE'n necessary to be maintained in garrisons in 
this country, including the Coast Artillery for om· fortifications, a force 
on the border, and foL· the various military posts in this couutry--

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman yield for another short question? 
Mt·. A 'THO;"Y. And we concluded that 150,000 was about the right 

number. · 
Mr. MILLER. Did the gentleman's comm.ittee take into consideration 

the world's condition, or did it fix it entirely upon conditions within 
the United States? . 

:Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; we took into consideration every condition, I 
will say to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRl\1AN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. · 

1\:fr. BYRNES of South Carolina. 1\fr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRl\Llli. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. Al~THONY. • Mr. Chairman, before that request is put, 

will he permit me to submit a unanimous-consent request for a 
limitation of time on this paragraph? I ask unanimous con· 
ent that debate upon the paragraph be limited to half an hour. 

l\fr. JOHNSON of 1\fissi sippi. Mr. Chairman, I ha-re an 
amendment that I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani· 
mou consent that debate on this paragraph and all amend
ments thereto be limited to 30 minute . 

:\1r. ANTHONY. I shall make it 40 minutes, the time to be 
equally divided between those f::t\Oring a smaller appropriation 
and those favoring a larger appropriation, 5 minutes of that 
tilne to be reserved for the committee. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, re erving the right to object. 
will not the gentleman make it one hour? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, for the 
present I am going to object. At ' the conclusion of my remarks 
I hope the gentleman from Kansas will renew his request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended for five minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. _ 
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, again I 

quote what 1\Ir. ANTHONY said on February 3, 1921, when the 
bill was under consideration. At that time be spoke as 
follows: 
. The committee have made an appropriation for the pay of the en

liSted men of the Army calculated on 150,000 men during the next 
fiscal year. The committee believe it will be entirely practicable to 
reduce the Army to that size, and the committee furthermore believe 
that that will be one of the policies of those who will be responsible 
for the Government after March 4. 

I also believe that the amount appropriated will be adequate to take 
care of the pay of such an enlisted force without any deficiency. 

Not wishing· that he shall stand by himself, I quote now from 
the gentleman from ·wyoming [Mr. 1\IoNDELL], who on the 
same day spoke as follows : 

A year ago, just out of the war, still within the war shadows, still 
under the influence of war conditions, we believed we needed 175 000 
enlisted men besides the Philippine Scouts and flying cadets. Most of 
us now believe, and the country believes, that 150,000 enlisted men will 
be sufficient. We are appropriating for that number. We are trying 
partly at least, to realize the hope and expectation of the American 
people that we shall get back to normal as soon as possible; that we 
reduce, so far as we can without injury to our Military Establishment, 
the enormous total of military costs. 

1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. Who said that the country 
believed 150,000 men were sufficient? . 

1\Ir. BYRNES of South Carolina. The gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. l\foNDELL], the leader of the majority party in 
thi House. 

l\fr. ANTHONY in pt·esenting this bill to the House has set 
forth how our force are distributed, informing you that in 
Hawaii and at the canal we now have forces larger than normal 
and forces larger than were necessary, and in Germany we have 
15,000 men. Then what change ha come over us that nece i· 
tates that same committee coming ba~k into the Hou~e and 
asking for an appropriation. of 18,000 more men? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I regret I can not yield 

unless the gentleman obtains five additional minute for me, 
then I would be delighted to yield. The only argument that 
has been offered anywhere is that the officials of the War 
Department say to you that it is not feasible to reduce this 
force so as to have in the organization only 150,000 men during 
the next year. They take the position they can not discharge 
men, a position 'which the gentleman from Kansas say is not 
tenable. It can not be defended. The enlistment contract does 
give that perm1ssion; discharges have always been granted 
and can be granted now, and this force can be reduced to an 

. average of 150,000 men f0r :he next fiscal year if the depart· 
ment will cooperate. As the gentleman from Kansas ays, 
whether it be Secretary Baker or Secretary Weeks, Secretaries 
may come and Secretaries may go but the General Staff tays 
on forever, and the General Staff says they are going to have 
175,000 or 180,000. It is up to the Congre s now to ay whether 
it will abrogate its functions or shall fix the number of en· 
listed men and make them comply with the law. Is there any 
reason why they can not do it? The only other argument that 
has been offered is that the Secretary of War came to the com
mittee and said, " If you will increase thi force to 182,000 
men I will show you where you can save $22,000,000 out of this 
bill as you passed it." What answer shall we make to it? 'Ve 
know the Army officers showed him where he could save that 
money, but 60 days ago they complained that the Congress "did 
not appropriate enough, and in two months they come back and 
say, "We can save $22,000,000 if you will increase the force 
to 175,000 or 180,000 men." The only thing to do is to take the 
$22,000,000 and then fix the enlisted force at what Congress 
says it ought to be fixed. Why, if they had wanted to increase 
the force to 200,000 men they could easily have gone to the 
Secretary of War and shown where we could take off $30,000,000 
instead of $22,000,000, but when they only needed $22,000,000 
they come back to us and say, "Here is a bill passed March 4, 
and I can show you where you appropriated 22,000,000 more 
than we need during the next fiscal year." Now what are you 
going to do? .Are you going to let this bill start in this House 
,yith 168,000 men? It left here with 150,000 last time. It went 
to the Senate and was increased there to 180,000, as I remember. 
Finally they compromi eel the differences between the Hou es, 
and Congress said that 156,000 should be the enlisted force for 
the next fi cal year, and in the face of that the department 
comes now and asks for 182,000, and the committee changes 
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. its view and ask. for 168,000, an increase of 18,000 men, for 
no reason except that the Secretary bas shown where we ap-
propria tetl $22,000,000 more than they actually needed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex
pired. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the time of the gentleman be extenued 
a quarter of a minute. Did not the gentleman when he stated 
158,000 mean 168,000? 

1\!r. BYRNES of South Carolina. No; I meant 156,000. and 
if the gentleman will read the bill he will find that it is 156,000. 

i\fr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California de

sire to discuss the amendment .or his substitute? 
1\Ir. KAHN. I desire to speak on my substitute, and I now 

desire to offer it. 
The CHAIRMA...~. The gentleman from California offe1· a 

substitute, which tl1e Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
l\lr. KAHN offers the following substitute to the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. BYRNES] : on· page 15, 
line 22, after the word " staff," stJ:ike out $83,000,00() ~nd rnsert in 
lieu thereof $88,519,219. 

Mi·. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the sub-
stitute. 

The CHAIRliA;.~. Does the gentleman from California yield? 
l\Ir. FISH. .And I a k that it remain pending. 
l\Ir. KAHN. Well, I have no .objection to having the amend

ment to the substitute offered at this time, provided it is not 
taken out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment to the substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by M.r. FisH to the substitute offered by ~Ir. 

K'A.HN : Page 15, line 22, strike out the figures u $83,000,000 " and in
~ert in lieu thereof "$77,800,000." 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. 1\Ir. Chairman, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
l\1r. SANDERS of Indiana. Is that an amendment to the 

·ubstitute offered by Mr. KAHN? Does it say so? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that this is in the form 

of a substitutc-
Mr. SAJ\'DERS of Indiana. A sub titute to a substitute is 

not permissible. 
The CHAIRl\l.Al~. · The Chair thinks with a little correction 

it will be in order. 
"Jlr. li'ISH. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Ur. Chairman, I rise to a 

point of order. An amendment was offered by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. BYRNES] and an amendment to the 
amendment-that is, by way of a substitute-was offered by the 
gentleman from California [:Mr. KA.HN]. I do not think any 
further amendment--

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the substitute of the 
gentleman from California ' is now in order. If the gentle
man from New York [l\fr. FISH] desires to offer it as an amend
ment to the substitute, it will be in order. 

:\fr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I was going 
to .suggest one other thing. I think there is one :rule that I 
ha-ve never seen enforced in the House but that is always stated 
in the manual, namely, tllat when a succession of figures iS 
proposed the large t is put first and the committee 'vorks down 
from the largest to the smalle t without reference to the order 
in which the amendments are offered. Otherwise Members 
\vould have a great deal of difficulty. One would give $1,000,000 
and one 800,000 and another $700,000, and all those who would 
agree to the largest sum would agree to the· smaller one. The 
parliamentary rule was that, without reference to the order in 
which variou. figures are proposed, the chairman would name 
the highest figure first and work down from that. 

Mr. KAHN. I understand that this is a parliamentary in
quiry, and is not being taken out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not taken out of the gentleman~s 
time. The Chair wants to know if the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FrsH] wants to modify his amendment? 

l\fr. FISH. I do. 
The CHAIRMAN. The CleTk will report the amendment as 

modified. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
.Amendment offered by Mr. FISH to the substitute offered by lli. 

KAHN : trike out the figures " $88,519,219 " and inse.rt in lieu thereof 
the figl.}.re "$77,800,000." 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 

KA.nN] bas the floor. 

1\Ir. FISH. Will the gentleman yield to permit me to change 
the figures, in order to get the amendment perfected? 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 
New York may correct his amendment. 

~Ir. FISH. I desire to change my figures to $77,839,300. 
The CHAIRJ\!A.L~. The Clerk will report the amendment as 

con·ected by the gentleman from New York. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
.Amendment offered by Mr. FrsH to the substitute offered by Mr. 

KAHN : Strike out the figures " $88,519,219 " and insert in lieu thereof 
the figures "$77,839,300.'' 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
KAHN J is recognized. 

1\Ir. KAHN. .Mr. Chairman, as I stated yesterday, the world 
is in a very unsettled condition. Nobody can tell from week 
to week what is going to happen. Therefore, in my opinion, 
this country ought to have an Army of 175,000 men, as was pro
vided by the last Congress. It may be that in a ·year world 
conditions will have changed o materially that a much iarger 
reduction of the force· can be made. But while the world is in 
the unsettled condition it is in now, there is no good reason 
why this country should reduce its enlisted force below a tigure 
considered safe by the War Department. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 'Vill the gentleman yield? 
:;\lr. KAHN. I ha-ve only five minutes. If the gentleman will 

allow me, possibly I can answer a question after I have made 
one or two statements that I desire to make at this time. 

The amount that I have offered will take care of an average 
Army during the- fiscal year of about 185,000 men. That means 
that gradually the Army will be cut down, until by July 1 o"f 
next year it will have been reduced so that for some of the con
cluding months of the next fiscal year it will be 175,000 men. 
The amount carried in this bill will not allow 168,000 meu for 
the entire year. It is for an average of 168,000 meiL. And that 
means that finally--

Mr. _iliTHONY. Will the gentleman yield? 
lfr. KAHN. In a moment. It means finally that by the end 

of the fiscal year the .o\.rmy will be down to about 140,000 men. 
I yield now to the gentleman from Kansas. 

:Mr. ANTHONY. '.rhe Army will not be down to 140,000 un
less the Secretary of War refuses to discharge down to 168,000 
men at the start of July 1. So it is entirely a question of what 
policy he pursues. Our appropriation will pay for 168,000 men 
for one year. 

1\Ir. KAHN. Well, the Secretary of War, I assume, is reduc
ing and will continue to reduce the force, so that the 175,000 
men provided for by the last Congress will be reached as soon 
as possible. And I want to say in that connection that I have 
every sympathy with the attitude of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. DoWELL], who now occupies the chair. I believe that the 
War Department officials ought to give discharges in cases simi
lar to that which he mentioned. when request for discharge is 
made, o that the Army can be reduced promptly to 175,000 
men. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. . Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KAHN. No; I can not. I have not the time. 
The War Department ought to get down to that figure as 

soon as possible. I am in favor of cutting it down to that number 
of men, but not below that number at this time. 
~ow, the gentleman from Kansas [1\lr. ANTHONY] suggests 

that we can remedy the situation by adopting some language 
on page 22-I think it is. Let me call your attention to what 
that language would do. It would compel the War Department 
peremptorily to discharge men, and thereby violate the contract 
that the enlisted man entered into with his Government. If the 
enlisted man were to attempt to -violate his contract by desert
ing, he would be arrested and sent to pri on. The Government 
itself has no more right to violate its contract with the enlisted 
man than the enlisted man has a right to violate his contract 
With the Government. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KAHN. I have only five minute . 
Mr. ANTHONY. I think the gentleman has misinterpreted 

the contract. If the Secretary of War discharges a soldier 
to-morrow, who enlisted for three years, he violates no contract 
in so doing. The contract reserves the right to the Secretary 
of War to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from California 
has expired. 

l\Ir. GRAHA.l\I of Illinois. l\lr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman may proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent that the gentleman from California be given. five 
a~ditional minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair bears none. 



880 CO:XGRESSION AL RECORD-HOUSE. APRIL 30, 

Mr. KAHr. I thank the gentleman and the committee. 
l\Ir. GRAHA~I of Illinois. We pas eel a resolution in the last 

Cono-ress, as I remember it,· practically ordering the Wa_! De
partment to reuucc the number of men in the Army to 17~,000? 

Mr. KAHN. Quite right. 
1\Ir. GRAHAM of Illinois. Now, is it not proper for us to 

consider that that "a: an expre- ion of Congre s of its idea of 
what ·ize the Army ought to be? 

l\Ir. KAHN. Exactly so. 
1\lr. GR.AH..ru of Illinois. Has there been ans expression 

no" by this body from that time to this that changed that idea? 
l\1r. KAHN. No; not that I can remember. 
1\lr. GRA.H.Al\1 of Illinoi . · Then if that is true, "hy appro

priate for a less number? Why create a deficiency in · ad·mnce? 
lr. KAHN. The bill pro\ide for a smaller number, and I am 

trying by my amendment to maintain the numbe~ ~t 175,000. 
1\Ir. GRAHAl\1 of Illinois. Why express our opmwn one way, 

and then appropriate for something else? 
Mr. KAHN. 1\Ir. Chairman, in all the history of this coun

try ,Ye have con tautly lacked "Vision. We ha\e ne\er looked 
into the future. We take the situation to-day without regard 
to surrounding circumstances. That is "hat cost this Govern
ment the enormous sums that have had to be expended when
e\er we have had trouble. 

1\Ir. JOHNSON of l\1ississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

l\Ir. KAHN. I yield. 
1\lr. JOHNSON of l\Iisslssippi. Would the gentleman be will-

. inO' to support an amendment which -would require or direct 
th~ Secretary of War to discharge the enlisted men upon their 
own applications until the number is brought -within the num
ber fixed b-v thi: bill- ·ay. 175,000 or 168,000? 

l\1r. K:A.iiN. If this bill "ill fix the number at 175,000, I 
would have no objection, but if it has the purpose of cutting 
below that I certainly object. 

But the proposition i this: The country is facing "Very seri
ous problems-problems, in my opinion, .as seri~us as we ~a\e 
ever faced in our history. There are mternatwnal questwns 
that are serious. By standing firm at this time for a reason
ubi\ defensi\e Army-175,000 is not a large Army-\\e shall be 
upholding the hand~ of the administration at this time. I 
think that is a safe and proper thing to do. The amount of the 
appropriation that 'l ha-ve suggested only incr~ase the amount 
callecl for in the bill by $5,500,000. That $o,500,000 may be 
the mean of saving this country many other millions. 

No\\ no great harm can be done by maintaining the Army at 
175 000 men as the minimum, 'Whereas considerable harm may 
be 'done the country if we reduce below that number at this 
time. 

The CHAilll\fAl'{. The time of the gentleman from Cali
fornia has expired. The gentleman from New York [l\lr. 
FISII] has submitted an amendment, and is recognized. 

Mr. FISH. 1\fr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, I 
am reluctant to disagree "ith the "Venerable and distinguished 
.,.entleman from California ·[Mr. KAHx] as to what constitutes 
~dequate preparedne . ~he questio:q here is simpl~ what c~n
stitutes adequate preparedness. It is not a questwn of dis
armament or really a question of taxation. It is purely, to my 
miml, a question of adequate preparedness, with a \~ew to our 
national safety and with due regard to the taxpayers money. 

1\Ir. 1\fA.DDEN. 1\Ir. Chairman, 'Will the gentleman yielll to 
me for a question? 

l'.ll'. FISH. I haYe only fi"Ve minutes. If you will extend 
mv time I will yield. 

·Mr. l\1A.DDEK. I haYe not the power to do that, but I would 
not object to it. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

l\1r. FISH. I yield. 
::\Ir. 1\IA.DDEN. What would be the difference in degree of 

preparedne s between 3,000,000 and $77,000,000? 
:i\Ir. FISH. The amendment "hich I have offered provides 

for an enlisted pe1: onnel of 156,000, which was adopted by the 
conference report and passed overwhelmingly by this House at 
the last session. 

The gentleman from California [l\1r. KAHN] states that we 
hould have an Army of 175,000, because this House at the last 

Eession \oted for 175,000. Now, I submit that when it came to 
a Yote between 175,000 and 150,000 this House by a vote of 
exactly 3 to 1 \Otecl for 150,000. And I "ill al o further point 
out that among tho. ·e voting for 150,000 on the Republican side 
were four e.x:-serYice men of this war, out of a possible six. 

1Ye must consider preparednes as it will exist with an Army 
of 1.36,000, as proYided by tlli re olution. We must add to 
these figure. a factor "hich eyeryone here O\erlooks, -which no 

one has mentioned-a federalized National Guard of 89,000, 
under Government supervision and paid by the Government. 
Before thi war or prior to the Mexican trouble we did not have 
a federalized National Guard. But this guard-! say it with
out fear of contradiction, holding no brief whatsoever for the 
guard-compares favorably with the Regular Army, because 
young officers who saw combat work on the other side have 
reenlisted in the guaru, and Regular Army officers who have 
im;pected the Artillery units of the National Guard tell me that 
they compare very favorably with the Artillery units of the 
Regular Army. An Artillery officer of the Regular Army told 
me that he disliked to inspect the Artillery unit in the National 
Guard because these young guard officers knew more about 
modern combat artillery than he did himself. 

Another word, l\Ir. Chairman, inasmuch as I have but a short 
time to discuss this amendment--

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 1\lr. Cimirman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from ... ew York may proceed for five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIR~fAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

There \\as no objection. 
1\Ir. FISH. Added to the guard you have got 20,000 marines, 

who are as good soldier • as there are in the world. Added to 
that you ha\e the re erve officers' training camps. You appro
priate in this bill $2,000,000 for training camp to train officers 
during the fiscal year beginning July 1. There are thousands of 
our citizens taking military courses in colleges and universities, 
and, back of all that, there are 4,000,000 veteran~, the best
trained -veterans of the world. [Applause.] They are at the 
beck aud call of this country; and. I am going to emphasize a 
fact that is often lost sight of, and that is that our .Army was 
the best trained, be. t equipped. and best fighting force at the 
time of the armi tice of any in the \Vorld. [Applause.] I 
make this statement deliberately and ad\i edly and will prove 
it to your satisfaction. The e men who volunteereu and were 
drafted under that splendid law enacted under the leadership 
of the distinguisiled gentleman from California [:Mr. KAHN], 
who, I belie-ve, did more to conclude this war by a victorious 
armistice than any other civilian in the country [applause] 
and who deser"Ves, in my opinion, to wear on his breast, more 
than any other civilian, the distinguished ·ervicP me<'lal [ap
plau ·e]--

1\fr. HILL. He has not got it, though, ba he? 
1\fr. FISH. In re pon e to the selecti\e draft and iu respon~e 

to the call for -volunteers "·e had 4,000,000 men enter our Army. 
These men were trained, and trained intensively, from one to 
two years. Tiley had the acl'mntage of all the experience at the 
command of our allies, and with actual combat and battle train
ing they excelled tile troop of the enemy or our allies. ·we 
must not o-verlook the fact that tiley were between the ages 
of 18 and 30; that they were younger, stronger, more aggres
sive, had more endurance to with,.,tand the hardship of offen
~ive warfare, and were equally brave; therefor I . ubmit that 
these veterans were superior to any . ol<]iers in any of the 
armies. Most of them could be depended upon to re pond again 
inca ·e of war. The 200,000 re erve and National Guard officers 
and a .half million noncom are ready and will be for at least 
the next eight years to train a new Army in an emergency. 

Why, the gentleman ft·om California, looking to the sky, says 
there i, no cloud of war there, but it mar come at any time. 
Let any war come now or within the next eight y ar. anu y~m 
need not worry about the re ult with 4,000,000 of the be ·t 
trained soldiers at your command. :Mr. KAH further admits 
that he sees no war c:loud at the present time. \Ye lla\e neYer 
in the history of this country entered a war without there being 
a cloud in the ·ky as a warning, and as that cloud gr w bigger 
and bigger we had an opportunity to prepare, aud ' · han' 
always declared war when we wanted war oursel\e~. I ubmit 
that we have adequate preparedness, and that 1.36,000 R gular , 
with all our other forces, are in e\ery way adcquat for the 
emergency that exi~t::; or any emergcncr that will exist. [Ap
plau e.] 

The CHAIR::\1..'L.~. Tile time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. The hair will r cognize the gentleman from 1\lis
sissippi [1\fr. SISSON]. 

1\Ir. SISSON. l\Ir. Chairman, of course in fi.Ye minnie · I caa 
not discuss this question, involving as much a it does, but I do 
want to call the attention of the committee to a :tatement made 
by the gentleman from California [1\fr. K.A.rrN], who JJ.as been so 
long chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs. The gen
tleman ought not to have made that ~tatement, that the Govern· 
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ment violates its contract when it discharges a man prior to 
the e:\.-piration of his term of enlistment, when in e>ery one of 
the e enlistments you will find written this language-

Unless sooner discharged by the President, the Secretary of War, or 
the commander of his corps. 

In other words, there are three men named in that contract 
who have the right to discharge him. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KAHN rose. 

·1\fr. SISSON. I have only fiye minutes, and I do not yield, 
unless the gentleman from California wishes to interrupt me. 

Mr. KAHN. I should like to ask the gentleman whether 
those words do not relate to conditions entirely different from 
these? 

·l\Ir. SISSON. Oh, no; in eyery man's enlistment is that pro
vision. 

l\Ir. KAHN. I know; but is it ever carried out? 
1\lr. SISSON. I do not care whether it is eYer carried out or 

not. The statement made by the gentleman is not sound when 
he says that the Government violates its contract. That is all 
there is to it. If that is so, why did they put these words fnto 
the enlistment contract? Why does the gentleman bring in a 
straw man here for the purpose of sustaining a position which 
he can not sustain under the contract? It is a mere straw man, 
a bogey man for the purpose of endeavoring to get >otes for a 
proposition which "is utterly untenable, as was shown by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FisH] a moment ago. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SISSON. I will. 
Mr. KAHN. Is it not a fact that the 'Var Department has 

never discharged men in this way under that provision? 
Mr. SISSON. I do not care anything about that sort of bosh, 

as to what the 'Var Department has never done. I do not be
lie>e the War Department wants to discharge men at all. It 
wants to keep them. You have got to choke the 'Var Depart
ment off, and why have you not helped to choke them off? 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, that is not ·a fair statement. 
Mr. SISSON. It is absolutely fair. The statement which the 

gentleman makes is unfair in every feature of it. 
l\Ir. KAHN. So is the gentleman's statement. 
Mr. SISSON. Oh, well, the gentleman comes here with the 

statement that they have no right to discharge these men, and 
he makes that statement for the purpose of getting votes for 
his proposition, when he knows that the contract the GoYern
ment makes with every one of these soldiers contains that pro
vision. 

Mr. KAHN. And they never discharge a man under it. 
Mr. SISSON. I agree with the chairman of tl1e committee 

[Mr. ANTHONY] in .his statement that 25 per cent of the men de
sire to get out of the Army and that 25 per cent of them will 
make application to get out. Then the natural wastage of the 
Army, which is from 5,000 to 8,000 a month, will still further 
reduce the number. Therefore there can be no sort of doubt 
about the Army being reduced to 150,000 men without in any 
way bringing about that condition which the Army officers are 
endeavoring to picture to us. Those of us who have been here 
a good many years know that our Army officers are endeavoring 
to fix the size of the Army themselves. When Mr. Hay, of 
Virginia, occupied the position so long occupied by the gentle
man from California [Mr. KAHN], Congress controlled the size 
of the Army. When he was chairman of the committee the 
number of men was fixed at a certain figure, and the War De
partment did not enlist more men, because the chairman of the 
committee then was '\lirile, and when he told the Army officers 
and the Secretary of War where to get off, they got off. That is 
all. When Cong1·ess makes up its mind that it wants to 1:educe 
this Army down to a certain size, the 'Var Department will fol
low suit. I do not believe that Army officers are going to put 
them elves in the position of being violators of the law. I do 
not believe they themselves want to be lawless, because it is 
their high purpose to assist in enforcing the law. Up to date 
they have been left rather up in the air. · 

When 1\Ir. Dent, of Alabama, offered an amendment to en
deavor to get the size of the Army fixed at 175,000, that was 
voted down, but after that the gentleman from California [Mr. 
KAH ] brought in his 175,000 resolution, but that did not com
mand that the Army should reduce down to 175,000 men. But 
I call attention to this fact: In my judgment nothing is more 
utterly silly than to say that the world condition is such that 
we need the difference between 150,000 and 175,000 men. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 1\Iissis
sippi has expired. 

Mr. SISSON. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes ad
ditional. 

LXI--56 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi ask · 
unanimous consent that his time be eA.-tended five minutes. I 
there objection? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SISSON. If world conditions were such that I had the 

fears entertained by the gentleman from California, or np· 
parently entertained by him, I would not ~ atisfy myself with the 
difference between 150,000 and 175,000 men. It is only the 
difference between tweedledee and tweedledum, except that it 
costs us about $2,000 a year for every extra man that we keep 
in the Army; and you gentlemen, who were elected upon a cam. 
paign of economy, ought to take that into consideration, be
cause you can make a greater saving in reference to expenses of 
the Army and Navy than in any other direction. Now, if I felt 
that we were in great danger or immediate danger of war 
within the next few months or within the next year, I would 
not stand up and fix the Army at 175,000 men. The truth is 
that the fixing of the Army at 175,000 men is desired by Army 
officers simply because it means the retention of certain posi
tions among the Army officers, because when you reduce the 
number of enli ted men you reduce the number for these officers 
to command. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. SISSON. I yield to the gentleman from Maryland. 
Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman state whether the reduction 

of the enlisted personnel would reduce one Army officer at the 
present time? 

Mr. SISSON. Yes. 
Mr. HILL. 'Vithout.further action of Congress? 
Mr. SISSON. The gentleman qualifies here every few min

utes as an expert, and the gentleman ought to understand that 
the law specifically provided that when the armistice was signed 
and when the Army was reduced, these officers of the Regular 
Army should go back to their prewar status. 

Mr. HILL. I want to thank the gentleman for qualifying me 
as an expert. 

Mr. SISSON. I think it is necessary for some of us to do it, 
therefore I am willing to be the goat. [.Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. Then, will the gentleman answer the question? 
Mr. SISSON. I have answered the question. 
Mr. HILL. Was the gentleman's answer yes or no? 
Mr. SISSON. I do not propose to give a categorical ans'\ver 

to any question. · 
Mr HILL. Then the gentleman declines to answer the que ·

tion. 
.Mr. SISSON. I do not know "·hether my friend is a lawyer 

or not; is he? 
Mr. HILL. I am a Member of Congress at present. 
Mr. SISSON. I am sorry the gentleman ceased to be a 

Lawyer when he came to be a Member of Congress, but that i::; 
the way with most of them. [Laughter.] In my judgment, 
l\lr. Chairman, the Army ought to be reduced to 150,000 men. It 
is the opinion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON] 
that 150,000 is the correct number, but in view of the difficultie ·· 
presented, in view of the pressure brought to bear as a com
promise of differences, we brought in this bill with the distinct 
uriderstanding on the part of the chairman of the committee 
and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON], who specifi-· 
cally stated on the floor that that number was not the fi:~ed 
policy of Congress, nor should it be taken as a precedent, but 
that 150,000 was the limit. I believe, gentlemen of the com
mittee, that if we have well-trained officers for the purpose of 
training the civilians we do not need a gl'eat standing Army. 
My friend, the gentleman from New York [Mr. FISH], in cli~
cussing conditions of the country for war and b·aining failed to 
mention the fact that we have schools and universities alld col
leges and military schools for training young men for the Army. 
I fear more than anything else military despotism within a re
public. Nothing will more surely destroy our liberties than a 
policy of militarism. Nothing would tend so much to destroy 
the liberties of the people as to be ruled by a great military 
establishment. Great military establishments have l>een the 
cause of destroying the liberties of the people throughout the 
history of the world. It has not been the standing army that 
preserved the liberties of the people; it bas been the standing 
army that has destroyed the liberties of the people. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis
sippi has again expired. 

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. l\Ir. Chairman, the gentleman from 
California has told us that the world is in a most chaotic con
dition. Unfortunately that is true, but for the life of me I 
can not see how by adding 17,000 additional men to this Army 
that will settle the chaotic condition of the world. 
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Now, there are some things to- which I shall invite the atten
tion of the committee and which to' my mind are conclusive evi
dence that it is not so much the condition of the wor~Icl: that 
gentlemen who are desirous of augmenting the Army are con
cerned about as it is the fasteniog of a great Militru·y Estab
lishment on tllis country. Immediately after the armistice was 
signed a certain coterie of gentlemen thought they were going 

· to consummate the dream of years by creating a great Military 
Establishment in this country and proposed that we have an 
Army of 576,000 men. The psychological condition was better 
then for such an Army than it ever was before or probably ever 
will be again. That attempt utterly failed. Then they sought 
to establish an Army of 250,000 men, in face of the fact that 
this Congress had fixed it at 175,000 men, and in utter defiance 
of the will of the people as expressed by Congress they went on 
with enlistments until they had 235,000 men. 

This is the embarrassing situation that the present adminis· 
tration finds itself in, that notwithstanding this Congress fixed 
the number at 175,0()(}-and it was well undeFstood by the 
Secretary of War at that time that that was to be the size of 
the Army. still he yielded to the General Staff and . those who 
had been in favor of fastening on the country a great Military 
Establishment, and in defiance of the will of the people ex
pressed through its Congress, he enlisted an Army of 235,000 
men, and this is the number we have now. · 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
J.Ur. WOOD of Indiana. No; I have not time. Appreciating 

the embarrassing conditions in which the Secretary of War 
finds himself, the committee reluctantly agreed to appropriate 
for 10,000 additional men, so that he may within the time 
limited redu~e the Army by 68,000 men~ so that it will come 
within the provisions of this appropriation and be reduced to 
168,000. 

Now, here is the time and place, and this is the most pro
pitious time, at the commencement of this new administration, 
for the representatives of the people--and I believe we are 
expressing the will of the people when we vote against increas
ing this item-to say to the new administration and to this 
new Secretary of 'Var that you had better pay a little attention 
to the people of this country and not listen entirely to the 
General Staff. [Applause.] If I had my way about it I would 
gladly vote for the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, for l believe that that would meet the wishes 
of the people. But in order that the embarrassing position 
that this administration finds itself in may be somewhat alleVi
ated I am willing to vote for the increased pay for 168,000 men. 

Much is said about the necessity for a great standing Army. 
What would 175,000 men amount to if we were again engulfed 
in war? It would mean nothing. If we had to fight any of 
the great powers on earth we would again have to raise an 
emergency Army as we hafl to- raise it before and as we have . 
always had to raise it. The most we can expect of a standing 
Army is to protect our internal affairs and guard as best we 
can the border. Twenty-five thousand men were suffident to 
do it before we got into the war. and now we have 4,000,000 
men trained to the last minute in the profession of war. [Ap
plause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has eA-pired. 

1\Ir. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I can not see any necessity for 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from California. He 
wants to hold the Army at as great a number as he can. Before 
the Spanish-American War we had only 27,000 men in the war 
establishment, and that was ample for this country. Th-ere was 
no talk of anybody coming over here, no insurrection wit.hln the 
domain of the United States. 

Mr. KAHN.. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. QUIN. I willr 
Mr. KAHN. Did not the gentleman from California vote 

against any proposition to have a standing Army of 578.000 
men, and did not he approve of the reduction to-175,000 men? 

Mr. QUIN. I will say that the gentleman on the committee 
did vote for that but he was trying at the same· time to fasten 
this contemptible system of compulsory milital'y training on the 
people, and the proposal of the gentleman ·from California in 
reality meant a million men in the United States Army under 
the name o:f Reserve Army. He always had a string tied to any 
reduction of the Army. 1\fy friend knows that as a member of 
the Military Committee I stood out and fought Secretary of 
War Baker and all others who proposed that iniquitous scheme 
o:f 578,000 men for a standing Army. We came on the floor and 
I had' to fight the chairman about an amendment which was 
unjust. The gentleman from California talks about prepared
ness for war, but if we were in any danger of war what would 
175,000 men amount to? He knows that it would" take three or 

four million men to make a good Army to fight a real big nation, 
and as con-ditions exist to-day, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Woon], we ought to recognize the rights of 
the people of this country~ the taxpayers-, and consider thetr 
interests. Instead of having all of these young men wearing the 
uniform and bearing a sword and gun, let us let some of them 
be in the industrial occupations, making food and raiment for 
the people, making tools and implements to carry on prosperity 
in the United States, instead of our thinking an of the time 

' about the condition of the rest of the world. Let us act for the 
United States a little, let us come home and take care of the 
people who are working in the fields, the factories, the mines, 
and on the railroads, in order that we may make the United: 
States stand out as the greatest people on earth, and let our 
commerce go to all of the corners of the world. Instead of that 
policy being pursued, it seems that there are certain interests 
in the United States who want to hamper the interests of the 
Republic by having a great standing Army with all that it im
plies. Instead of our Go-vernment standing for the benefit ot 
the people of the United States there seem to be some who 
desire that it shall stand as· a military despotism, holding the 
world in awe and fear. It strikes me that we ought to follow 
out some of the marks set by our fathers. Let us in some regard 
respect the Constitution of the United States and respect the 
will of the people. Where is the man who works for his living, 
who toils in the sweat of his brow, who believes that you need 
in this time a great standing Army such as that which the gen
tleman from California [Mr. KAHN] would endeavor to increase 
it to? Why, 175,000 is offered as but a stepping stone to have it 
200,000 at th-e next session of Congress. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Woon] asked how can the present administration 
accomplish anything along economic lines if this Congre pur
sues stich a policy? 

This· Congress in reality ought to be the body and the in
strumentality to 1iY the size of the Army instead of allowing 
the General Staff and those in control of the Army to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentl-eman from Mis is
sippi has expi:Jred. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con. ent 
that debate upon this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
close in one hour, one-half of that time to be controlled by the 
gentleman from Mississipp-i [Mr. SissoN] anu one-half by 
myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objeetion? 
1\I:r. McKENZllil. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob

ject, this is perhaps the most important proposition in this bill. 
It is a matter that every Member here is· apparently vitally 
interested in. Why undertake to limit. the discussion? Why 
not let the matter go along and let every man who wants to 
have five minutes have his way? If we do not get through 
with this bill to-day, we can take it up on l\:Ionday. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That would mean two: hours and a half on 
one line of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the reque t of the 
gentleman from Kansas? [After a pause.} The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. ANTHONY. :Mr. Chairman, I yield five minute to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTo-N]. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, on th-e pending proposition. 
there are three sets of figures proposed. Gentlemen are given 
thei-r choice of leadership in three directions. There is the 
committee under the chairmanship of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] proposing the middle eour e, propo ing 
a figure of $83,000,000. The l!entleman from South Carolina pro
poses $72,000,000. and the gentleman from California $88,000,000. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr ~ Chairman, will the gentl-eman yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON. I really can not yield now. 
Mr. STEVENSON. There is also the proposition of t11e gen. 

tleman from New York [Mr. FISH]. 
Mr. CRAMTON~ Yes; that is intermediate also. I have time 

to discuss only these three, however. The gentl-eman from 
South Carolina [Mr. BYRNES] advocates an Army of 150,000. 
I do not know what visions of political advantage have 
charmed him into this proposition. He had an excellent oppor
tunity in the committee to make the very fight which he now 
proposes and which be failed to make at that time. 

:M:r. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Ch-airman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am sorry to say that I can not in five 
:minutes. The gentleman had 10 minutes~ 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. The gentleman does not 
desire to create a wrong impression. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Call· 

fornia [Mr. KAHN] is endeavoring to lead us to what he thinks 
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is an average force of 185,000 men, while he professes that 
175,000 men are enough. I recall that the same gel!-tleman from 
California at the last session of Congress, when this House was 
demanding a reduction to 150,000 men as the size of the enlisted 
force, brought in a resolution that the Army be cut to 175,000 
men, and he brought it in under a suspension of the rules, when 
the House could not express its will for a reduction to 150,000 
men. That resolution went through, and in results it has been 
absolutely nil. The gentleman now proposes an appropriation 
for an average of 185,000 men, holding out to you the alluring 
hope that it may be so handled by the War Department that at 
the end of the year it will be a force of only 175,000 men. 

Gentlemen, an the Secretary of War has to do in order to 
haye his Army held up to 185,000 up to the end of the year is to 
make his cut between the time when this bill passes and the 1st 
of July. Cut it down to 185,000 and at the end of the year he 
will have 185,000. But if you want a reduction even to 175,000, 
do not fo1low the gentleman from California. 

Now as to whether we should follow the gentleman from South 
Carolina. Our subcommittee-! think I can safely say all of 
them-favor a reduction eventually below 175,000. The bill that 
we have offered proposes, however, an average of 168,000 with
out the Philippine Scouts; 175,000 including the Philippine 
Scouts. The reason we felt obliged to recommend that figure, 
larger than the figure in our former bilt, was this. The bill in 
the last session, becoming effective by the 4th of :March, would 
haYe given four months in which to make a reduction of 70,000, 
and that could have been done without bringing chaos in the 
Army. This bill will not become a law apparently before June, 
and if it becomes effective the 1st of June, bringing the Army 
down July 1 to an average strength of 168,000, means a reduc
tion of 40,000 men in one month. You can not go further in one 
month with reduction without bringing chaos in your Army, and 
our committee felt it could not go further than the figure we have 
recommended. On the other hand, if the Secretary of War will 
follow the course that is alluringly held out by the gentleman 
from California and not make the reduction all at once, not 
resorting to arbitrary discharges, then under our bill, as recom
mended by the committee, at the end of the year they will have 
a force of 126,000 men, small enough to suit almost anyone in 
the House. Therefore, it seems to me that at this time the 
Hou e can very safely follow the judgment of the gentleman 
from Kansas and his committee and leave the figure at the 
$83,000,000 mark. [Applause.] · 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [:Mr. BLAcK]. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I think if there is one proposi
tion upon which all :Members of the House-Republicans, Demo
crats, and Socialist-are generally agreed, it is that there must 
be rigid economy in governmental expenditures. But the trou
ble is we do not seem to get very far in bringing it about. 
Since I have been a Member of the House I have observed that 
our old friend " Economy " has got more friends in debate and 
less on roll call, especially on the Republican side [applause 
on Democratic side], than any gentleman of my acquaintance 
whom I have met. I think that we are reaching that stage of 
affairs in this country where the people are demanding that 
we reduce Government expenditures to at least somewhat of 
a prewar basis. At a time when the cotton farmer is selling 
his product at from 10 to 15 cents a pound less than it cost 
him to produce it; when the growers of hogs, sheep, and cattle 
are selling them on the market at considerably less than they 
have invested in them; when the farmers who raise oats and 
wheat and corn are selling these products at prices no greater, 
and in many instances less, than they sold for in 1916, I say 
to you that it is time that the Congress of the United States 
should take note of the conditions and give some consideration 
to getting the e}.:penditures of Government on a prewar 
basis. [Applause.] Now, gentlemen of the committee, I am 
perfectly aware that there are some things on which we can 
not get back on a prewar basis. For instance, there is more 
than a billion dollars every year that must be set aside as a 
sinking fund to pay the principal and the interest on our 
public debt. There will be at least $500,000,000 that will ha-ve 
to be expended in payment of war risk insurance, hospitaliza
tion of th., soldiers, in vocational education, and other similar 
soldier-rehef measures, and these are payments which we can 
not e cape; but I do contend that the normal activities of the 
Government must get back to more normal rate of expenditure. 
Kow, let us see about these 4.-rmy and Navy appropriation bills. 
In 1916, the fiscal year preceding the war, we appropriated 
$153,000,000 for the support and construction of the Navy. In 
that arne year, 1916, the fiscal year before the war, we 
appropriated $102,000,000 for the support and maintenance of 
the Army. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK. Pardon me just a moment and then I will 

yield-or a total of $255,000,000 for both the Army and the 
Navy. Now, here two or three days ago we passed the naval 
bill, which appropriated $396,000,000, and now we have before 
us an Army appropriation bill that totals $331,000,000, or a 
total of $727,000,000 for Army and Navy purposes, three years 
after the signing of the armistice, as against $255,000,000 for 
the fiscal year before the war, a difference of $470,000,000. In 
conclusion, let me make this statement, not as a prophecy, be
cause I do not claim to have any. gift of prophecy, but simply 
as an everyday American citizen who is able to discern the 
perfectly obvious : If farm products, which lie at the base of 
our Nation's wealth, stay at their present price level, then other 
things must come down to meet them, or there is going to be a 
serious situation in this country. And one of the things which 
must come down is taxes, and before taxes can come down Gov
ernment expenditures must be reduced. To state that is simply 
to state an axiom. Therefore I am going to show my faith by 
my works and vote for the Byrnes amendment, which prondes 
for the support and maintenance of an Army of only 150,000 
men. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ANTHONT. 1\fr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HocH]. 

l\fr. HOCH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
a few moments ago referred to the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs as "venerable." I think the RECORD ought 
to be corrected, as the adjective does great violence to the 
youth of the distinguished gentleman from California. While I 
can not adopt the adjective, I am sure I can indorse the tribute 
which he paid--

:Mr. FISH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. llOCH. I can not yield in three minutes. And I must 

speak plainly and to the point. No one in this House has a 
higher regard than have I for the gentleman from California, 
chairman of the :Military Affairs Committee. Americans every. 
where honor him for the conspicuous service which he has gh·en 
in this House to his country, and particularly for the service 
'Yhich he rendered during the war. And while we may disagree 
with his position as one of the big Army advocates, we do not 
in the least doubt his sincerity. We are not doubting the sin
cerity of the professional Army men who form the backbone of 
the big Army group. War is their business. They breathe the 
air and imbibe the spirit of things military. In the very nature 
of things they are in a large measure removed from the ordi· 
nary struggle of life, and in very many cases lose the view. 
point of the people who make up the great body of citizenship 
and upon whose activities rests the burden of Federal taxes. 
And they can not be permitted to dictate the peace policy of 
the country. The people of this country are opposed to a great 
standing Army in peace times, and without any disparagement 
of the character or services of the General Staff and the men 
associated with them, I do not believe that the American people 
intend to have their Army policy fixed by the professional Army 
influences. 

I was concerned by a statement made on the floor by the 
distinguished chairman of the committee, Mr. ANTHONY, who, 
as we all know, has ·done such splendid work in the preparation 
of this bill, and who, as we all know, has effectively fought 
against the big Army influences. He said in effect that while 
we have a new Secretary of 'Var, there seems as yet to be no 
great change in the military policy; that Secretaries come and 
Secretaries go, but that the General Staff goes on forever. We 
all know what that means. It means that the Regular Army 
people are just as insistent upon a great Military Establish· 
ment as they have always been. Mr. Chairman, .the statement 
is disquieting, but it is early yet, and I refuse to believe that 
there is to be a surrender to the same forces tlmt have been 
dominating the War Office. [Applause.] I do not mean any
thing partisan ; since coming here two years ago I have as yet 
to speak my first partisan word upon this floor. But I simply 
state a fact, known to all, when I recall, as others have already 
done here to-day, that Secretary Baker went over body and soul 
to the militaristic forces and asked not only for a peace-time 
Army of nearly 600,000 men but asked for universal compulsory 
military training and service in times of peace. 1\Ir. Chairman, 
I think it is good time right now, at this first opportunity, for 
this House, which comes from the people and knows the senti
ment of the people, to make it understood that it proposes to fix 
the policy. 

A few months ago this House, by an overwhelming majority, 
voted to cut the Army to 150,000. The Senate stood for 175,000, 
and in conference our conferees compromised at 156,000. That 
was the figure at which the bill went to the President only 60 
days ago. That bill was vetoed by President Wilson, who hau 
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also fa11en under the grip of the big Army forces. Now, we are 
ru~ked to go up ::wother 10,000 and fi::s: the Army at 168,000. And 
one of tlle amendment propo es to add about 25,000. No emer
genc~· has been shown. No co.nvincing reason, in my judgment, 
bus been given. I appreciate the argument made as to the 
practical difficulties of reducing rapidly. But the gentleman 
fJ:om I\iichigau [1\Ir. Cru.:MTOr ], member of the committee which 
urafted this bill, stated that the figures of the War Department 
it If show that without resorting to arbitrary discharges and 
in t.lue course under expirations of enlistments the Army could 
be brought down, by the end of the fiscal year to 126,000. Much 
ha been- said about breaking the "contract." While it has 
been shown that there would be no breaking of the contract, we 
do not need to re1y upon that fact. There are thousands of men 
who want to get out of the Army. To let them out certainly 
wo1.1ld not break any contract. There is no question in my mind 
but "wh~t the War Department can reduce the Army to 158,000, 
or even to 150,000, within the year if it really wants to do it. 

Let the House speak the voice of the country on this question! 
[Applause.] 

The CH.Affi~IAl~. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

change the RECORD so that the word " venerable " will read 
"\enerateu." [Laughter.] 

1\Ir. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GRAHAM]. 

Mr. GR.Al:I.A.M of illinois. Ur. Chairman, if the present ad
ministration of the War Department continues to surround itself 
with the same in.tluences and follows in the same path as the 
last war administration, it will end in the same disrepute that 
the last one ended in. That is sure. 

I want to present just one proposition, which is this: In the 
last Congress -we passed a resolution declaring our opinion that 
175,000 was the proper number of men to have in the Army. 
From that time to this I have not seen any change in that ex
pression of sentiment. If there has been, I do not know where 
it bas been formally pronounced. No"\v, we are about, under 

J the leadership of this committee, to appropriate money for a 
le s number than that, when 175,000 is the expression of the 
size we think the Army ought to be. · 

I thinlr the Mijjtary Affairs Committee of this House ought 
to bring in a resolution at this time declaring what is mani
fe tly the sentiment of this House for an Army of 150,000 men. 
[Applause.] But so long as they do not do so, is it not the 
height of folly to appropriate a less sum of money and invite 
in advance a deficiency appropriation? I am opposed to defi
ciency appropriations. [Applause.] I think the department 
ought to be kept to a rigid exercise of the rule that ought to be 
established in this country and to spend only what is appro
priated for them to spend. .A.nd in order to do this thing the 
first and necessary step is for the Military Affairs Oommitt<:>e 
of this House to do what I have indicated and express the 
plain purpose of the House, and I believe of the country, that 
our Army ought to be reduced to 150,000 men. [Applause.] 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I would not presume to impose 
on the House at this time were it not for the fact that it is 
highly probable, judging from the record made in the last two 
days, that this is the only opportunity a Member of this House 
will have to go on record on this measure, especially if men con
tinue the practice of speaking against a bill and voting for it. 
For unless more men vote the way they talk than did on the 
Navy bill we will be unable to get a roll call. 

Mr. Chairman, I am unalterably opposed to a large standing 
Army. I believ.e with the Father of his Country that overgrown 
naval and military establishments in times of peace are detri
mental to the welfare of republican institutions, as well as bur
densome to those upon whom rests the responsibility of meeting 
the public expense. For those reasons I shall most heartily SUP'" 
port the .amendment offered by the gentleman from South Caro
lina {Mr. BYRNES], which, if carried to its logical conclusion, 
will have the nltimate effect of reducing the standing Army to 
150,000 men, and thereby saving millions of dollars to the tax
payers of the country. It seems that the only way we can re
duce t11e standing Army, especially just at this time, is to cut 
uown tlte Army appropriations, for if we appropriate for a 
larger Army than that of 150,000 men we may rest assured that 
every dollar of it will be spent, and more will be asked for in 
the end. 

1\!r. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield there? 
Mr. RANKIN. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas for 

a question. 
Mr. BLANTON. If we were to merely cut the appropriations. 

that would not carry out the gentleman's idea, because the 

War Department would go rjgbt ahead -with its program, and 
we would be called upon to furnish the money for the men in 
deficiency bills. It is a matter of legislation by the Congress. 

Mr. RaNKIN. I will say to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BLANTON] that if this appropriation is cut down, as proposed 
by the amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
BYRNEs], it will stop recruiting throughout the country almost 
immediately. Then if the policy now being advocated in this 
House, and of which I most heartily approve, of releasing from 
the Army, Navy, and MarinJ Corps those boys w.ho are under 
age and whose fathers and mothers are begging for their 
releases, as well as those men who are asking to be discharged 
on the ground that they are needed at home to support their 
parents or their families-if this policy is carried out, as it 
should be, then it will only be a short time until the Army will 
be reduced to 150,000 men, or less, and the expenses of main
taining it will come within this reduced appropriation. 

That does not mean that this is the only way to reduce the 
size of the .Army. It woulG. be much better for Congress to 
pass a law .reducing it to the very sma1lest possible number, 
commensu.rate with the safety and welfare of the American 
people, which would fix it at a much smaller figure than 150,000. 
But that question is not before Congress now and this one is, 
and it behooves every man who favors such a reduction to get 
behind this amendment• and help us to place this limit on our 
military expenditures, and thereby, by indirection, help to re
duce the ~ze of our standing Army. Let us by the adoption of 
this amendment begin the practice of that economy which we 
have been so long preaching, and in which the American people 
are so vitaDy interested just at this time. 

This is the opening wedge, and the vote on this amendment 
will go far toward determining whether this Congress is 
really in favor of reducing expenses, and thereby restoring the 
confidence of the country, a ::; well as lifting this much of the 
burden from the people, or whether a majority of this House 
expect to continue to play the hand of Esau and the voice of 
Jacob by preaching economy and practicing extravagance until 
the burden becomes too heavy for the American people to bear. 

There never was a time in the history of the country when we 
were confronted by a more serious economic situation than that 
which prevails among the masses of our people to-day. There 
has never been a time when it was more imperatively neces
sary for Congress to curtail every possible expense, or when the 
American people were pleading more earnestly for economy in 
public expenditures than they are at the present moment. In 
a great many sections the people are having serious trouble in 
raising the money with which to pay their taxes, and in some 
localities they are appealing to Congress for help. We had an 
appeal from the Northwest, or the last Congre s did, during the 
last few days of the session, asking for money to buy seed wheat 
with which to plant their fields, and Congress responded with 
an appropriation of $2,000,000. Appeals of a similar nature are 
coming in to-day. I have one myself for fund· with which to 
relieve the storm sufferers of my section, and I have introduced 
a resolution, as bas the gentleman from Arkan a {Mr. PARKs], 
asking for small appropriations for the relief of those distres ed 
people, many of whom were rendered homeless, and some of 
whom have been made penniless by these horrible disasters. 

The people are in no condition to have their taxes increased, 
and they are confidently looking to Congress to save them from 
the disastrous consequences that are likely to follow as a result 
of these ex:tra\agances in naval and military expenditures. 

.A. distinguished ex-Member of this House, Gen. Sherwoou, of 
Ohio, remarked to me on yesterday that the only way of mate
rially reducing the expenses of the Government was by cutting 
dowv the Army and Navy appropriations. He said that the first 
year after the close of the Civil War the naval appropriation 
amounted to only about $19,000,000, whereas the bill pas ed by 
this House on yesterday carried more than twenty times that 
amount. I voted against the appropriation of approximately 
$400,000,000 for the Navy on yesterday, because I thought then, 
and I think now, that the amount was too large, under the cir
cumstances; and unless this appropriation for the Army is 
greatly reduced I shall be compelled to vote against it wbeu it 
is put on final passage. I shall certainly vote for this amend
ment which is intenued to reduce the Army to 150,000 men, and 
if 1 had my way I would reduce it to 100,000 men at tt>nce [UI1-
plause], and then Ill"a.ke other reductions later on. 

1 asked one Congre sman who was urging the necessity of a 
large standing army what his reasons were, what country he 
expected to attack us. He readily admitted that he did not 
think we were in any danger from a foreign power, but said he 
wanted it to protect us from the radical elements at home. Is 
an army of practically 200,000 men necessary in thls country to 
protect us from oursel\es? Have we, the American people, 
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pro-red ou:rsel~s to lbe o ineapa!ble of self-goT-emment thnt it :is 
neeessary to llllarntain an army ~wrger ft'han the •COmbined !foTces 
of Lee ana 1\leaue at tl1e nattle of Gettty-sb-UTg 1n ~rcde1· to in
timidate u into srrbmission i:-o law rund <:>rderr No, ;gentlemen; 
that .argument is too flimsy; we .are maintaining this army in 
obedience to that spirit of military imperialism wmcll, nnfo.r
tunately, pre\ails in "this <eountry at this time, and ·.w'hk.h is 
dangerously 1eading us clovm the beaten path of milita:rism trod 
by Germany to Iter downfall, and whieh has boon the ruin of 
every country that bas ever adopt-ed iit. 

Some Con:;,•Tessrnen say tlH~-y mrre no fea:r -of Etrrop:e, but inti
mate, if they do n<Jt say, that they want UB to spend thes:e 
enormons sums on tl1e Navy in order to p.110tect rus f;rom Japrun. . 
a nation witl1 lillie more 'than half .otiT rpapn1ati<m and 1'0,000 
miles J.:emoved 'from our shores. !n rother words, i::bey want • 
la.Tge ·standing .Anny to ·protect rus -against a fietifiollS ff-oe n.t 
home 11nd the 1a:rgest Navy 1n the world to msrrre ms .agn1nst -an 
imaginary enemy abro::rd. 

'B11t the Teal reason a certain element -in thiE counb:·y ls 
Clamoring for t'hese ·appl'opfia.ti'ons became apparent a few days 
ago, when thl-s }Iouse made a most dangerous -departure from 
the time-thono.;. ed policies of thls -Go¥ernment by passing House 
resolntlon 4088, known as the " •Ch'inese tra-de act, 1921.," ancl 
prOYiding for the incorporation iby .tbe Federal Government of 
certain enterprises to ope=rate in vaTious .']Jarts ,ef the Chlnese 
Emph·e, -exeluptlng them from -certain ta},.--es, 1mt extenilif.lg to 
them the protection of our ifiag, fdJ..'low"ing the Tery Eame 'POlicy 
of imperial expansion a.s that pursued by Germany in laying 
the predicate for her future destruction ~Y greedily attempting 
to extend he.r ·dominion o-v-er iJle weaker ~es Df the earth ; 
another Berlin-to-Bagdad prqpesiti-<m. 

Whenever these ·enterpr1-s-es begin to exploit the helpless 
people of China, it is going to breed tronb1.e foT us; which will, 
in al'l!tTOhabilLty, be done -as 'SOOn as rtbey r:rre org~ecl and 
begin doing buslness 'in that •c()nntr-w.. ·r:nhose WJfu.rtumrte 
people may sta!lld !it !fo'r ra while, bu:t when it b:econres -so in
tolerable that they rise up ·against thei1· rlespailer.s. ·yo1.1 -wm 
hear a great liowl .go up rfrom these frrvored eo:rporatinns, JUli>t 
as :rou did ft.om those wiho were engaged in •exploiting th.e 
Mexicans a few years -a-go, 1'\ll-ging us -to send uur .Arm}", 'WDd 
especially :our Navy, to ;protect them frO'ID. the ineVii:truble C.OJ!l:S.e
quences of their own miscondudt. ())f :cou;rse, tln~y ~ n large 
Army :and a iarge Navy,, especially when the vecy ~ under 
wn:ieh th-ey are to -operate ,exempts them, in rpart at least, fit.om 
the burden of taxation w:hieh such -a I!lOliey wiD llilcru: 

Some men t-ell us that it we wnl ·raise the furgest ATID'Y in tftle 
world and build the greatest Na-vy that floats the ea£, we can 
then .bluff the rest ·of the wor.J.d rinto ;:a 1progrnm of ·disarma
ment. We have heard that .argument advanced in this !i{Jllse 
in the course of these debates. "Suppose other natio.ns should 
adopt the same attitude and each one attempt to outstrtp all 
the rest in nn-val and military preparations, with tlle same 
object in view; where would it aU end"! It would end in tthe 
ultimate bankruptcy of tbe w~rld-If it has not a1ready done so. 

·Oh, they say, ~we wiH reduee the si!lle of ftbe Army in -a y-ear 
oT two."' Why not Tednce it now, wlll1e we h"Rv.e mo-re than 
4,000,000 trained men w'ho -would be nt !oT :dl!lty should an 
emergency -arise! This is fbe most prl}f)itiou:s t'Ime we may 
ever have to begin the 1'edlflction ·of our standing hmy.- 'So 
let us begin now to ·answer the ery -:for :economy by adopting 
this -amendment, redneing the standing ATIDy, and eattlng '('}own 
public expenses. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRl\IAN. 'The time of the gentlmnnn fr .. em Missis
sippi ha.s expired. 

The amendment was :rgreed to-nyes 1.09, fl:ores 82. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, l yield three minutes to the 

gentleman from Vermont '[Mr. GREENEjA 
1\Ir. GREENE of Vermont. i\1r. Chairman, ~erybody on Ute 

:floor who bas had any exper'lence wlth this m11 m yea'l's past 
or at -any time knows that nObody can <exp:rtess "an-Ything -very 
definite on such a subject as this 'in the limit -o!f thTee minutes. 
Therefore I want 1nerely to emphasize the !tbou1;1rt that I ba:ve 
every year for many years been trying to &press t6 tbis .good 
fellowship and just as regu'la'l:]y every year lmve 'been bowled 
o'V'er 'in ·cloing it. And th-a.t thought is that the peace-time 
Army of the United 'States ls not a ·combat aTllly in the sense · 
in which it is intended by the argument that we h€HT •every year 
on the floor against a -sD-'Ca'll-ed 4-; large standmg ATmy.'" 

The Army of the United States is maintained in peace time 
for three distlnet functions-gaxrison, domestic police, and 'for 
the purpose ·.of training itse1f ·and the citizenry uf the country 
~gainst an emergency of war. 

Now, we haYe a great continental area in tbi-s e<nmtry, and 
w·e nave enormous 6utlying, fa·r-distant possessions; 'tlnd -wben 
we supply, first, the necessary garrisons. you ean -see now · 'We 

will'ttle 1amay the -l.Ulits lO'f tlii-s Army ; ana then when we e<:m
sid:er the (lispofilltian .Of th.e !troops at OUT t(tisp.osal f(}l' police 
P1llllOSes we see that we -disperse -stil:l moT.e troops through<mt 
t!he country; and then, for the third purpose-that of training
w-e .'have 1eft on'l:y th.ose tacticafl units in ntunbers and cllarnct.er 
that tlelllc..<ti:n aft-er we iirm-:e seatter.ed the •rest of -our little AI:my 
weU-:nigh haH m.,ound ·the woi'ld. There:fioTe the question of 
numbers that is rn:ised iin the 1rmendment now saggested and 
those ear,r.ied in this bill :in peace time :relates only to a ga.r
:rlson, policing, and iJra:ining Army~ not :a combat Army or a 
war defense Army. 

It 1s true that 1. 7.5,UOO me:n would airu>unt to :nothing in war 
time. It lis true that even 27§,0(1)'0 men would amount to 
nothing if this were culled a war-.time Army -or a wa.r defense 
..A.r:nry. It would be very rldiellious to mllintaln more -IDEm in 
the field .tn peace time t.han w.e .needed for garrison, -pg:liee pur
poses, and fer trainin:g, a:nd the cost .of maintaining any number 
betw-een that wmparatively Slllull tforee and the millions we 
wo1ald ha '\"e to 'PUt lin the :field in w:ar time wcmld be all waste. 
1 ·am uggesting now that with -about 175,000 men we get just 
.about the minimum necessaTy for garrison and police purposes 
.and th.e n.umber tt:hat are neaessa.ry .for the pr.oper tr:aining .of 
'()ffioers !and men 'a!Ild rthe tr.a.ining of citizens.. lApplanse.~ 

The CILUR.MA...~. The time of -:the gentleman 'from Vermont 
has <e.XiJ.)iTed .. 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to :the 
gen:tlema:n from Kentacky '[Mr. BARKLEY]. 

The CEI.AmM.AN. The gentleman I:ro~ Kentueh-y is reeog
nized f;or tive minutes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen G-f the Honse, 
i-t 'Occnrs to me 'that -on this subject tlre Members -of this House 
ought to cease to be ·childish 'illld act _as men. I have no doubt 
tbnt tif a seeret -ballat were taken of the membeTShip of this 
House on the subject of whet'her the standing Army of the 
United States shmrld 'be 1.00,'006 men oT 1.75;000 men, fue m~r
w.helming maj.ority {on botb. sides would v:Ote in favor of 150 000 

nten.. • 

Now, there -is no .quest1D.n uf polities in this. The gentlemm1 
fr.om Indiann [1\.ir. Woon] mune a very cloquen.t speech .,aw.hHe 
ago in favor .of an .Army of 11.5'0,000 men. However, he sp-oiled 
it all by sa.ring tihat he ~von1d be compelled to vote for an 
Anny of 168;000 men, because not to do so w.ould he to :em.ba.r
rass the administration. 

There is no .one in this House who desires less to embana-ss 
tlbe adminis.pratio:n lt:han I. [ have no.t .forg0tten the .indigna
tion with which I observed men on that .sid-e .of the H-ou.se 
emhn:rr~rss, -or try to embarrass, the reeent -admin'istrativn. I 
ha.l."e no desire to ~lmn~ss .t!bis administration, but 'I say that 
the thing that would least embarrass the administration w.nuld 
be to :r dnce the Anny to lae;OOO, thereby helping to make it 
po-::ssible to decrense the -expen es t()f this GoverDillent. I run 
unable lt:o see !how sneh Jl oonrse cenld emh-acrass a:ny udminis
tnrt;ion. 

! .ask members ,o.f d:he con1mitte.e, .ine.lmlin:g the gentleman 
from •Oa'lifOJ:'IIl1a 1:Mr. 'KA..ID."'Sl'~ ::md lthe --gentleman !f:rom Kansas 
'[Mr. ANTHONY]-both f(,)f whom ~e .as weU -versed in mi.l1tary 
matters ns :any other 1\I:ember of ·tih'is House--l ask them to 
point out :a spectftc -danger that 1s now eifb.er pending m· 1lliely 
to appenr :in the next !few m~nths, or in the next few yea.rs, 
th-at demands more than 15~;000 men in >Om- standing Army. 
Are we going to have any trouble with France? Everybody 
kino-ws itlurt Tihere iis .not a:ny 'POSSibllity 'Of :it. Is there any 
probability that we shall be bothered by England? Everybody 
knows that t:hene is tile werr; J;.lightes.t probability tllat zny 
sort of tronble is to lltise between the United States n.n:d 
England. Are we in any domestic turmoil that demands nn 
Army of more ltfum 1.56,000 men'? Is there any situation <.on 
tlle p,uctfie OT in the ID'.ar East or in :the Nea:r lila:st which 
requi.ITes .an .Al."'Dy l()f more than 150,000 men: If thene is, aet 
-us vote '\Villi aur eyes open, knowing what we ~ote for and the 
re:aSOIJ for it, -:rather tlmn take -counsel ~ our fears :and :SXI.S
pieioos Wld Y<ote for a ia:rger Army ·than :anybody cl:aiims 'W:e 

·o.nght ta hav-e, mtd m:erely be~n-se Df some !l~ote possibility 
that ln the y.ea.rs to ·eemre we ·may .ha~ to ca'll e-ut :an .A.ruzy 'Of 
more than 150,000 men. 

Yesterday the ·gentleman 'frcml Dhlo HIT. EEeG1 {leli:vered .a 
vecy eloquent speech oo this fioor_, criticizing those who had 
nilllertaken to 'refer to tbe fact that eut -of ,every dollar -ex
pended by the United States -Government 80 oT 90 cents goes 
f.ar war vm'Pases, :and asking if :anybody would be willing to 
repudiate our w:u· debt. Of cou:rse, nobo-dy w.ou.ld be willing 
t-o r-epudiate it. He asked a!lso iif we were willing to -mpnlfiate 
the lnterm -on rthe -debt. Of ·CGUTse, 11obody lis wH.ling to 
11elffidlate tlrat. li-e a:sks whether we :a:re wilting to l'eduee tbe 
amount -of money ·trra.t gees te ~ compensation of mrr soldiers 
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who fought to win that war. Of course, the question answers 
itself. No Member of this House is willing to reduce the amount 
that our soldiers draw in compensation or insurance, or that 
their widows and orphans draw. But what the men in this 
House do desire is to bring about that condition where it will 
never be neces ary to call out those boys or other boys again 
to give their lives, merely because the Government gives them 
a meager compensation. I hope the amendment of the gen
tleman from South Carolina providing for 150,000 men will be 
carried, and that we will notify the War Department that that 
is their limit. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 

from Michigan [Mr. KETcHAM]. 
~r. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman and members of the commit

tee: As one of the new Members of the House I am greatly in
terested in all features of this bill, but particularly so in the 
per capita cost which the measure carries in comparison with 
that of other years. Thinking that such a comparative state
ment might be of some interest to the other new Members of 
the House, who like myself are going through an Army appro
priation for the first time, I submit the following table showing 
the total number of officers and enlisted men, the total appropria
tion for the Army, and the yearly per capita cost from 1909 up 
to the end of the present year, and also including the bill now 
under consideration. 

This is not an attempt to show the cost of maintenance, but 
the total cost per soldier of all items carried in the various Army 
appropriation bills. It simply puts before us the cost of our 
Army Establishment in terms of the men involved. 

Officers Total yearly Yearly 
Year. and enlisted Army ~ppropria- per capit~ 

men. tions. cost. 

1909 ..••• .................. 4 ..................... 84,133 $9!, 371,000 $1,121 
1910 ..... .................................... 84,500 100,459,000 1,189 
1911. .... .................................... 81,363 95,3n,ooo 1,171 
1912 ..••• .................................. 87,09! 92,587,000 1,:: 
1913 ..••• ............................... 91,381 90,907,000 
1914 ..••• ............................... 94-,890 9!,2-U,OOO 993 
1915.. ... . .. .. . . . .. . .... . ... ........ .. . 103,403 101,019,000 976 
1916 ..••• .............................. 105,120 101' 959' 000 969 
1917.. .•• .............................. 14.1,420 267,801,000 1,893 
1918 ..•.• ................................ 1,358, 713 1, 358,713,000 3,863 
1919 ..... ............................... 2,516, 719 12,271, MS, 000 4,876 
1920 ..... ............................... 291,015 772,321,000 2,630 
1921. .... ............................... 187,916 392,558,000 2,088 
1922 ..... ............................. 182,000 s:n, 012, ooo- 1.801 

Mr. J. M. NELSON. Is that the per capita for the enlisted 
men 1 

Mr. KETCH.Al\1. For enlisted m·en and officers. Three things 
should be kept in mind in the study of this comparative state
ment. First, the pay of enlisted men is now much higher than 
in 1909; second, the present Army organization plans require a 
much larger quota of officers; third, the various appropriations 
carry many items that do not directly affect the number of men 
involved. Fortifications, arsenals, aeronautics, and chemical 
warfare service may be cited as examples. When all these 
factors are considered there is comfort in the study of the table 
indicating as it does the return to normalcy in Army appropria
tions as rapidly as unsettled world conditions warrant. [Ap
plause.] 

1\fr. SISSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [1\fr. MooRE]. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman. I shall vote for the 
amendment that contemplates an enlisted force of 150,000 men. 
I am in sympathy with the view expressE-d by the gentleman 
from Illinois [:!\1r. GRAHAM] that we should write into the law 
a provision insuring that limitation upon the number, and I 
hope that the gentleman from lliJnois [Mr. GRAHAM] will pro
pose an umcn<lment to accomplish that. The so-called Borah 
provision is incorporated in the bill, and if we are to J!.O to 
that extent we should go further and absolutely safeguard the 
sitnation by doing what the gentleman suggests. If I belonged 
to the majority, I should certainly propose such an amend
ment. ThE> gE-ntleman bE-longs to the majority, and is an in
fluential member of it, and I tn1st that he may think proper to 
do so. If he does so and the committee approves, there will 
be no further ground for his apprehension that the present 
Secretary of War may adopt the policy that was observed by 
the late SE-cretary of War and keep the enlisted force beyond 
the amount of money that will take care of it. 

One other observation: All last winter this identical matter 
was the subject of consideration at both ends of the Capitol. 
It was debated up and down in both branches of Congress, and 
the final action taken restricted the Army to 150,000 men. That 

was a deliberate expression of the opinion of Congress. Now, 
the burden of proof is upon those who wish to increase that 
number, to show some reason f()r the increase, and during the 
course of this debate no reason has been assigned. [Applause.] 

The CHAIR?t·lAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has expired. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I- yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Kansas [:Mr. WHITEl. 

Mr. WHITE of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I think it was in the 
discussion of this Army bill that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. McKENziE] said, possibly yesterday, that if it were as 
concretely known what the view of the country was upon this 
subject as it was on the subject of prohibition, that if the people 
had spoken on this subject as they have upon prohibition, the 
Qt>ngress would be instructed and would know how to act. 
Gentlemen, I think there is a stronger consensus of opinion on 
this subject than upon the question of prohibition. [Applause.] 
Many men are going up and down this country the cry of whose 
soul is, " I want a drink;· I want a drink ! " [Laughter.] But 
I have heard no man say, "I want a war, I want a war; I 
want a great standing army." [Applause.] The gentleman 
from Texas on yesterday in discussing this question s~ id that 
in the incipient war between Panama and Costa Rica men went 
forth armed with clubs, sticks, and stones, which indicates a 
strong inclination, or at least a great provocation, to fight. 
But I think it harks back to the day described by the great 
bard when he said, in medieval times-

! see 
The imminent death of 20,000 men, 
That, for a fantasy and trick of fame, 
Go to their graves like beds, fight for a plot 
Whereon the numbers can not try the cause, 
Which is not tomb enough and continent 
To hide the slain ? · 

I have no disposition to discuss this question technically, 
but I say to you that the spirit of war and of conflict and of 
aggression and subjugation is disappearing in the spirit of the 
civilization of this century. [Applause.] Gentlemen may say 
in their minds, "What about Germany?" But we know that 
for 50 years the German Government persistently and con 
tinuously perverted the philosophy of the social structure of the 
German nation in order to justify the German proposition that 
might makes right. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman bas expired . 
Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen 

tleman from Mississippi [Mr. LownEY]. 
Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, there is a story of a little 

boy who boasted : 
That fellow said my sister was red-beaded, and I licked him. 
"And what is the color of your sister's hair?" a gentleman inquired 
"I ain't got any sistert replied the boy, "I was fighting on the 

principle of the thing." 

The ideal thing to do, Mr. Chairman, is to settle all matters 
on principle. I think every one of us realizes that the ideal 
thing to do would be to ~ettle this question of our Army appro 
priations, and every other political question, on original prin 
ciples. And yet in matters of legislation we often have to do 
what Jesus indicated m discussing the marriage and divorce 
question. He said that Moses allowed certain things because 
"of the hardness of theit hearts." In other words, the inspired 
Jewish lawgiver permitted things or legislated for things not 
on the original, best principle always, but on the question of 
what was best under the circumstances, what could be enforced 
or made effective under the existing conditions. 

I am not sure but this is often necessary in matters of legis 
lation. A very vital question in any matter of legislation is 
What will be best for the people? With what will the people 
be satisfied? What do the people demand? And so, sometimes 
we adopt what the people may dem!illd even when such is not 
best from the standpoint of original principles, and it is right 
for us to do so. We can not afford to forget that one of the 
vital things in a republic is to have the people in their hearts 
loyal to the Government, loyal to the laws; to have their minds 
and hearts approve the things done by their Government. 'Ve 
need protection from the inside as well as .from the outsidE>. 
Governments derive not only their just powers but all their rea 
and permanent powers from the consent of the governed. 

The greatest protection that any government can have is a 
happy, contented, and loyal citizenship. It beats all the stand 
ing armies that the world can muster. The greatest menace 
that any government can face is a disloyal and dissatisfied citi 
zenship-a people feeling that the makers of law and adminis 
trators of government have betrayed the confidence and sacri 
ficed the rights of their constituency. Against such a menace 
no standing army can give protection. But in this case policy 
and principle run parallel. 
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I am sure jn my lleart that the gentleman was Tigbt 'ho said Such -apprepriations are right and necessary. But in the name 

here on the floor that there is I>erhaps "Do question on which of the democracy which we and they ha\e defended let us not 
tho people are speaking out more definitely than on this ques- add to this burden of -past wars the useless ·and dangerous 
lion of the 1·educti<m of war -expenses. We ·expend annually, so burden of a huge military establishment. 
.a gentleman stated-I have not looked into it-more money for · Mr. Al~HOl\TY. Mr. Chairman, l hope that this amendment 
'direct war cost, for war equipment, f1lr maintenance of our wru· and both of the pending amendments will be Yoted down. 'Tb.e 
1.forces, not counting what we are -paylng on war debts and in- <Committee has decided that the increase of appropriation for 
~erest, not counting what we are paying for sick and wounded pay of the .Army to provide 'for 10,()00 additional men for the 
• soldiers, ·Ol' for pensions, or f-or vocational education of ex- 1 next fiscal year, more than the House 'Provided at the last es-
'service men, but for om· NaTY and Army, for ·preparedness fol' sion, is for a very gond anc substantial reason. Conditions 
'possible future war, we expend rumua.lly for fills more money have changed since the last bill w.as framed. We still believe 
'than we spend in all -our States for all our public schools. that 168,1()()() is runple for -our Army in time of peace, but the 

The other day when the House -was eonsidering the la:rge Navy :situation is this : From the time the House considered the ltrst 
appropriationt for which I did not '\'"ote, I estimated that we are i appropriation bill the Secretary of Wm· disregarded the w:iBhes 
fPaying for one of tbese naval vesseLs-to say nothing of whether of this House .and increased the size of the Army by recruiting 
lthe building is wise or unwise-more money than wonl<l be tre- it up to 235,000 men. The new Secretary of War has to tackle 
:~uired to rgive $500,000 to every rounty in my State for educa- tile -problem of reducing that Army. The whole question in a 
tional purposes or for building public roads. :I further estimated nutshell is, Is U safe to reduce the Army in one month's time 
~t :the cost of one tlf these ships, uf which ~here ar~ 16 in om· by 7~'()()() :men. It was represented to us by .competent au
,4-year program, would build graded and gravel .highways across thorities, and ·we agreed, that to so .arbitrarily reduce the Army 
.my State, on"C every "15 miles 1rom the Gulf to the Tennessee Hne, by 75,000 men ·before the beginning of the next iisca.l year 
t()r" ouid build anent brick s-choolhouse in reach of .every child "WOuld be li-able to destroy its organization. We did not think 
1
in the State. And yet this present W.ar and Navy program ts it was safe to do it, and sc we provided .a leeway of 10;000 
only a small p:art of the tribute we pay to war. more men for the department to work upon. It is :absolutely 

Away back in 1008, when our Navy wns :fur from what 1t is along ·the line of safety so to do. 
to-day, Edmond Vance Cooke wrote-: 1 Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman yield!' 
"w~r is heB," w1~ cry, bcing p:roud of our 'equipment 'l:o make more hell. Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 
This is the song of a <thousand men who a.re multiplied by .twelve, "'""- T AYTON I •t th ali f th · 
Sorted and sifted, i:ested and tried, and muscled to dig and delve. ~ • .1..1..1 • • s 1 e P cy o e comrmttee to treat this 
They come from the hum of l.he city and .shop. tbey come 'from "the farm as a temporary measure and later bring the .Army down to 

and field, .1.50;000 men? 
They plow the acres of occ:m no~, but tell-me, ;what is their ~jeld? .Mr. ANTHOJ\TY. To 168,000 men. We provide for 168,.BJO 
This is the song rof •S"trteen ships to buffet the iba:ttle ::md .gale, men ~{luring :the next fiscal year. Thel~e is a probability "that 
And in every one we ha>e thrown away a Harvard or a Yale. •t b ..~> d ..., dr t• · 
Behold ht!re the _powers of Pittsburgh, the mills of Lowcll .and Lynn, 1 may e .~.mm ~.oo as lC to brmg it down to 168,000 by the 
.And the furnaces ?oar"and the boilers seethe, but ~11 m~. what do the.Y J.st of July. It is a question of adopting :a safe ~nd sane way 
· spin1 lto bring about this Teducti.on. In all fairness to the ;>resent 

Understand .me, ge-ntlemen o.r the House, I do not overlook .Secretary of War we :felt tlU1t the ad-ded number of 35,000 :men 
the fa:ct that a country 'm11st have protection as well as f)rodnc- l>ecrnited since we last :passed 'Upon this matter necessit-ated an 
tion, education, ·and interJULl improvements. Bnt a Christian · increased appropriation of $5,000,000 to allow .a margin of 101000 
civilization and an mt:elligent and enlightened statesmanship men un1ier wh1ch he -coUld safely ·bring about the reduction 
ought to find a remedy !f-or the l)resent situation. It is mon- -we .all desire. 
strons that we should PRY 90 j)e"r 'cent trf i>Ur national expendi- Mr.. .JOIINSON of Mississippi 'Vill the gentleman yield? 
tures as a tl"ibute ·either ll.irect or indirect t-o the god of war. · Mr. Al\~HONY. Yes. 

1 belleve that the day ·has come when every really civillzed . ~1r. JOHNSON rOt Mississipp]. Would the eha:irman be wlll-
nation is -siCk of war with its cost and horrors. It seems to me ing to amend ·the bill :..." 'a8 to make it mandatory on the Sec
that our rountry is ·in position to render beneficent serviee to rotary "Of War to uiseharge men on tbeir '1£PpUcation, until 
humanity sucn as no otiller mrtion in liisto'l'y has ever batl 'the the Army was reduced to 168,;()()() men? 
opportunity to r.ender-to lead th~ world in the great scheme of Mr . ..Al\"'THONY. We .feel that the provisions .of the bill me 
disarmament. ::r 'have fa.lth tlla:t 1f Amel"ica now !l:ea& out -in a rmandatory ;now and that be ill ha.l'e no alternative. 
'definite, aggressive -way, proving her own faith !by her ·works, .Mr. JOHNSON of ..Mississip-pi Your bill .expressly gi>es 
the nut1m1s will 'f-enaw. My fear is that ·we m-ay wait too long <tliscretion to the Secretary of W:ar and it is 'llQt mandatory~ it 
and sncriftc.e the .opportunity and thlJS sacrifice the wnr1d. For .leaves it wholly to his discretion. 
;another g1~at war witll the means ·of ·destruction now in human Mr~ ANTHO~TY. We feel that it is mandatory on the Secre
bands w<>uld slrik i:he world in tm...qpealmb':le ruin. Our Ameri- ' tary of War to bring the size of the Army down to the 11umber 
ean people know 'this. They are looking to ""the powers" at ; that this bill will pay .for. Now, MI. Chairman, ·OBe word more, 
Washington and will not forgt~:et nnd ought not to forgive, if "'ve . in .fud.ng the llllJllber of men and t11e amount of money iWhich 
fail to rise to the situation. will pay fo1· them the "Committee ::adopted that increase with 

Finally, n definite word as to tne present bffi. I ·shall vote the .resolve that in uny 'conference entered into 'With another 
to cttt the stmlding Army to a bundret'l 'and fifty th"Ousana men, ; body we -would not go a cent higher than those figures. 
antl I believe it ought to be rut to a hundred thousand. Tt nas The CHAIRMAN. The time nf the gentleman from Knnsas 
been argued here that the men who are at present in the Army has exph·ed. 
ure enlisted for .n aefinire time, and that to drop !them out .of the ·Mr. SISSON. Mr. ·Chai::rnum, .I yield one minute more to ;the 
ranks now would be to break faith with the gallant fellows and , ~tleman ifrom Kansas in order that the .g~ntleman from 
turn them loose 'Without employment. Yet there is not .a .Yem- K-entucky may tlSk hlm 'D. quesoon. 
,ber in this House who is mot eonstanily Jr~tving ['equests to .Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman .Yield? 
help boys get .out nf the .:Army. Give every boy n Chance who f Mr . .ANTHONY. Yes. 
wants to ·get out, and the ·troubl-e will be not to reduce the Army ' Mr. BARKLEY. I undm·stood :the gentleman :to say that one 
suffi~iently but to :keep from .reducing it too IIIUctl. t reason for making this a.o,ooo increase is hecause of the di.ffi-

Again, ge1tlemen say that in the pr-esent 'tlnsetiled ;state of culty <lf hri:n"'~g :about a reduetion between now and the 1st 
1vorld affairs we may be thrown into war again, and we 'Ilero .of July. As a mntter of .fact, has there been any increase in 
to be -prepar~d. I Temind these gentlemen, Jdrst, that recent the .Army since the last session of Congress? 
world events have brought us to where full .nnd .consbrnt ;pre-

1 
Mr . .ANTHONY. Nvt. sin~ :Mar~ 4-; no; but ~lng the 

par.edlless for war wotild mean th~ maintenanee oOf an .Arm}' month that we were consrder:mg the bill the Army was mcreased 
.of millions, whicll would bankt•upt ·any nutil)n .on earth; '3lld, by over 35,000 men. 
second, ·that the .sa'Ine recent bistory has demonstrated 'l.lmre Mr. BARKLEY. When was the bill passed through the 
~nclusivel:y thn.n -ever the fact tintt .America -can depend on her House, in the last Congress? 
ci~ soldiery; and, third, that ·we have reeentl:y .disbanded Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chaii·man, I do not remember the date 
in this country an army of more than .3,000,000 men and officers. .of :it. It w~ :the early part of Februar~. 
In them we ba-ve .nt our ·command >R trained force of "war i\fr. BARKLEY. Does not the gentleman thinkit would facili
strtmgth " that will be uvail:able .for ·a time far beyond the two- tate the !l'eduction of this Army very materially if the Com
yeru:· period fo'l' which '\Ve legis.lnte. illlittee on Military .A.ffairs would :bring in some sort of 1m 

L'l consideration of rtbe-se ifacts it behooves us to retluee the emendmen..t to the act of ..T uly 29 which would make lt not 'Oilly 
Army O})Pi"Opriation to the lowe:.1 poSSibie figm·e.. Our people easier but mandatory upon the \Var Department to exercise 
are ulreaey £tagger.ing under 11. tremen·dous !tax bu~den. We ome iiberality in rdischaTging men? 
must make large nppropriations to 'l:edu:ce our -wru.· debt and ;to Mr. ANTHON¥.· As I have explained, ~\e think we ba:ve fully 
provide for tho e of .our J>eople who already have o freely saeri- provided for :an absolute change in that respect. They -must 
:ficed their fortunes and their health at the call of their countcy. • adopt such a policy. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has exoil·ed. 

l\fr. -SISSON. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RosE]. 

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Chairman, when the Sixty-fifth Congress 
was called in special session I was very much opposed to war. 
I had just passed through a campaign in which the principal 
slogan was " He kept us out of war." I had very little sym
pathy with the slogan that was employed during the campaign 
of 1916, and thereafter a great deal less. It was dragged into 
the campaign for political purposes, pure and simple. I listened 
to the first message of the President in that special session 
wherein he recited the indignities heaped upon our people and 
which we1·e repeated, following numerous protests presented by 
the President to the offending nation, and at the conclusion of 
the reading of that wonderful message I had no hesitation in 
voting my approval of the resolution which brought our country 
into the mighty conflict. I supported every resolution or meas
ure offered to the Congress which had for its purpose the 
organization of a large Army and Navy, and my support was 
given to every appropriation sought whereby our AJ.·my and 
Navy would be increased. to the pumber of men required and 
our boys supplied with necessary munitions of war. 

Now the Great War has been brought to an end; at least, hos
tilities have ceased, and we are asked to provide for what I 
consider a large Army and Navy in time of peace. I have never 
favored a large Army in time of peace. The distinguished gen
tleman from California [Mr. KAHN] bas been credited with 
being a militarist, hence those who have followed him in the 
great service he has rendered to the country before and during 
the Great War have been classed as militarists, and it is said 
that their sole purpose is to continue to add to the heavy 
burdens now heaped upon the backs of our people, a charge 
without the semblance of foundation upon which to base it. 
'£he gentleman from California [Mr. KAHN] is not a militarist 
from my viewpoint. He has always advocated the most ap
proved methods of warfare and is now desirous for peace 
throughout the world. 

I favor the smallest Army that will safeguard the rights and 
privileges of our people, and in my opinion an Army of 150,000 
men in time of peace is amply sufficient for all practical pur
poses, although this view may not meet with the approval of 
the majority of the House. In this connection I beg to add that 
at no time have I favored compulsory military service or train
ing in time of peace, although I am in sympathy with voluntary 
training and have been told by every soldier boy with whom I 
have conversed that his military training bas been of great 
service to him, and that his physical condition has been bettered 
thereby. The committee having this measure in charge have 
bad ample opportunity to stud·y the question more in detail than 
any other Members of the Congress, and I am pleased to learn 
that they favor a much smaller Army than do some of the 
high officials of our Government. 

I am in full sympathy with many of the statements made by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woon], and I believe that a. 
majority of the people of the United States are in sympathy 
with the views be has just expressed. It is our duty, wherever 
possible, to reduce the operating expenses of our Government, 
and in this bill we are given a splendid opportunity to make a 
substantial move in that direction. We have been told that 
"the way to disarm is to disarm." This is but a revival of the 
time-worn phrase, " The way to resume is to resume,'' meaning 
thereby that our Army and Navy can be immediately reduced. 
The gentlemen contending so earnestly for such a plan realize 
that it is neither practical nor wise in view of present condi
tions. 'l'be Republican Party will redeem its pledges to the 
people, and is now working to that end. The bill now under 
con 'ideration may be regarded as evi~ence of such purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tilne of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania bas expired. 

Mr. ROSE). 1\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. SISSON. I am reserving three minutes for. the gentle

man from South Carolina [Mr. BYRNEs]. I understand that the 
chairman of the committee has the right to close debate, but 
this is an amendment proposed by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. BYRNES]. 1\fy inquiry is as to whether I am 
compelled to yield the three minutes now? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the practice of the House that the 
gentleman in charge of the bill bas the right to close debate 
:upon any amendment, regardless of who offered it. 

1\fr. SISSON; Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from South Carolina [1\fr. BYRNES]. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON] in his remarks stated that 
I should have made this fight in the committee instead of on 
the floor of the House. In justice to myself, I want to say that 
every member of the Committee on Appropriations knows that 
when this bill was reported to the House-when the vote was 
taken-! specifically reserved the right to my elf to vote for 
150,000 men, or any number of men under 168,000 that should 
be proposed. The gentleman says he does not see what politi
cal advantage there could possibly be in my offering this amend
ment. There is none. It is not offered with any purpose of 
obtaining any political advantage. I said in my opening · re
marks in offering the amendment that the administration made 
no difference. When Congress declared we wanted but 175,000 
men in the Army, under Secretary Baker the Army was re
cruited up until the day they were forced to stop recruiting. 
When Secretary Weeks came in the influence of the staff was 
still at work, and to-day not one effort has been made to reduce 
the Army in accordance \vith the wishes of Congress. 

One -argument submitted by my good friend [Mr. ANTHONY] 
is that while be says 150,000 men are errough, yet it is impos
sible to reduce the force; it will be disastrous to do so at this 
time. Under Secretary Baker the department knew the wishes 
of Congress and refused to comply with the wishes of Congress, 
but recruited the Army up to 235,000 men, and nnder Secretary 
Weeks it bas remained at 235,000 men, and absolutely nothing 
has been done to comply with the expressed will of Congress 
as contained in the joint resolution and in the bill which was 
adopted and sent to the President. 

1\fr. GRAHAl\f of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. No; I have not the time. 
No party lines can be drawn in this matter. The question is 
whether you are going to allow the department to say, "I 
know you do not want more than 150,000 men; I know that the 
Republican leader, Mr. 1\foNDELL, bas said the country wants 
only 150,000 men, and that your appropriation bill as passed in 
March provided for only 156,000 men; but we refuse to dis
charge a man in order that we may come in here now and say 
that you have got to allow us 175,000 men, because it is not 
feasible to discharge them." It is said that they can not dis
charge the men. Why, the contract of enlistment specifically 
gives the right of discharge to the President, Secretary of War, 
and commander of a corps. If they wanted to comply with the 
wishes of Congress, they could start in and discharge now those 
who would be glad to be discharged, and by July 1 it would not 
be so difficult to have the Army down to the requisite size. 
The gentleman from Kansas yesterday said that 25 per cent of 
the men in the Army would ask for a discharge if . they were 
granted the right to do so. This bill gives it to them. I intend 
to offer an amendment making it specific that that legislative 
provision shall take effect immediately upon the passage of this 
act, so that men with dependents can have a chance to get out 
of the Army now. . 

The gentleman from Kansas is right ; 150,000 men are 
enough. They can reduce that size if you make them do so, and 
I ask you to -vote down both substitutes and vote for the 150 000 
m~ ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman fi·om South 
Carolina bas expir{!d. 

l\1r. ANTHONY. 1\fr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of 
my time to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

1\Ir. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, we all welcome the some
what belated enthusiasm of the gentlemen on the minority ide 
for a reduction in the size of the Army and in the Army appro
priations. During all of the months during which a Demo
cratic Sec'retary of War, contrary .to the expre sed wish of 
Congress, was recruiting an Army from the 175,000 that the 
Congress had provided for to 235,000, no man on the Demo
cratic side raised his voice in protest against it. On the con
trary, when we protested on this side against that action and 
finally brought in a resolution compelling that recruiting to 
cease, many gentlemen on the Democratic side not only de· 
fended the action of the Secretary but were much opposed to 
what we were proposing to do. 
. Mr. BLANTON. And many criticized him on this side. 

Mr. MONDELL. A very few criticized him on that side, in
cluding the gentleman from Texas, who supported our effort 
to prevent the Secretary from outrageously violating the will 
of the Congress in using up public money in unnecessarily re
cruiting men. What is the situation? We came out of the 
Great War with 4,000,000 .men under the colors. The Repub
lican Sixty-sixth Congress made an earnest effort to reduce 
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military expenditures, but, do our best, the expenditures were 
about a billion dollars in 1920. We further reduced the ex
penditures, but were . greatly hampered by the persistent 
extravagances of the department under Secretary Baker, so 
that, doing our best, our Military Establishment for the current 
year will cost us about $500,000,000. We are endeavoring now 
to still further reduce the size of the Army and the cost of the 
Military Establishment. But we must do it with due regard 
to the fact that we are gradually reducing a very great force; 
that we have certain units organized we can not reduce as 
rapidly as some of us desire to do it without doing great harm 
to the service. The situation that confronts us to-day and that 
necessitates some departure from the action taken when this 
bill was considered in February grows out of the ac-tion of the 
Democratic Secretary of War in recruiting an Army contrary 
to the purpose and will of Congress to 235,000 men. He did not 
desist from recruiting until we had actually passed a reso
_lution compelling him to do so. The day before it became law, 
by overriding a presidential veto, recruiting was going · on all 
over the country, although the will of the -Congress had been 
well known to the War Department for months. We had hoped 
when we passed this bill in the last Congress that the voluntary 
separations from the service would enable us to get the enlisted 
force of the Regular Establishment low enough that with the 
appropriation we then proposed to make of $77,000,000 we 
would have enough to pay the men still remaining in the 
establishment and maintain a force of approximately 158,000 
men, exclusive of the Philippine Scouts. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. Let me finish this statement, please. We 

now find that unless we arbitrarily discharge men who are under 
contract of enlistment and reduce more rapidly than is con
s istent with good practice in view of the situation we can not 
pay the Army with the sum we had proposed. We do not 
want any deficiency. The present Secretary of War does 
not intend to expend money in excess of the sum appropriated 
by the Congress; he expects to keep within the law and within 
the appropriation, and we want to give him money enough so 
that he can, without doing violence and harm and injury to 
the Military Establishment, keep within the law and within the 
appropriation. In order to do that it was necessary to increase 
the pay appropriation above the appropriations when the 'bill 
was last before the House something like $6,000,000. But in 
doing that, however, the committee bas made other reductions 
amounting in round numbers to $21,000,000, so we secure an 
increase in the personnel of the Military Establishment and still 
have a bill carrying $15,000,000 less than the bill passed in the 
last Congress. The bill should be supported as it was reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired ; ali time bas expired. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendments may be reported in the order in which 
they will be voted upon. -

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendments will 
be again reported. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment to the substitute, 
the substitute, and the original amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
N .: ,v York. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

:Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers-! ask for a divi
sion first. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks for 
a division. 

The committee divided; and there were-ayes 75, noes 66. 
Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers [Mr. FISH and 

M1 KAHN] reported that there were-ayes 97, noes 74. 
So the amendment to the substitute was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute as 

amended. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BLANTON. If the Kahn amendment as amended by the 

substitute offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FrsH] 
is now adopted, would we still get a vote on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from South Carolina? 

The CHAIRMAN. No ; the amendment as amended by the 
substitute would be voted upon. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Another parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Kahn amendment as now amended 
should be defeated and the vote on the Byrnes amendment also 
should be defeated, will it then be in order to offer the motion 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FISH] as an amendment 
to the text of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not wish to ci·oss any 
bridges until he comes to them. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. Well, it may affect the way some of us will 
vote on this proposition. The gentleman from New York 
offered his figures as an amendment to the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. KAHN]. Now, if all 
those propositions are voted down, would we have an()ther op
portunity for a vote upon the same proposition as an amend
ment to the text of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is ample opportunity to amend the 
bill which can not be taken away. 

Mr. FISII. Mr. f'lhairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. FISH. Ls it in order for me to offer this same amend

ment to the text of the bill in case it fails at this time? 
The CHAIRMAN. Not if identical. The question is on agr-:e. 

ing to the substitute as amended. 
The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 

seemed to have it. 
Mr. FISH. Division, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York demands 

a division. 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tbe.gentleman will state it. 
Mr. FISH. Evidently I do not understand the situation. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentltman will state his inquiry. 
Mr. FISH. I do not think I am the only one, though, in the 

House that does not understand it. For my own benefit, I 
would like to know what we are voting on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The quesaon is on agreeing to the Kahn 
substitute as amended by the gentleman's own amendment. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry . . 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Ch . .irman, the Chair bas not put the 

motion. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ag-·eeing to the 

amended substitute. The Chair bas been interrupteJ, every 
time that he started to put the tnotion, by a parliamentary in
quiry, and in order to make it clear to everyone the Chair will 
explain. The qt:estion is now on the amended sub~titute. 

The question was taken, and the substitute as amended was 
rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. · The question is now on the original 
amendment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina [1\Ir. 
BYRNES]. . 

Mr. ST.A.FFORD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Whether it is not in order at the present 

time, and the only time for any Member of the House to offer 
an amendment to the amendment if he disagrees to the amend
ment now pending before the committee? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has stated a parliamentary 

inquiry. It is correct. Now is the only time to amend this 
particular amendment, if it is agreed to. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Any other amendments to the text of the 
bill would be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Any proper amendment. The question 
now is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noPs seemed to have it. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina and Mr. GARRETT of Ten· 
nessee demanded a division. 

The committee divided ; and there were-ayes 79; noes 71. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordE.'red; and l\Ir. ANTHONY and Mr. BYRXES of 

South Carolina took their places as tellers. 
The committee again divided ; and there were-ayes 109, 

noes 82. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
Mr. FISH. ~lr. Chairman, a- parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. FISH. Is it in order to offer an amendment to that 

which bas just been adopted? 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The Chair will say, if adopted there is ll() 

way of changing it. 
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. All debate bas been exhausted. 
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1.\Il: . . FOSTER I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five 
minute.·. I.haYe been a patient listener here ior two years, and 
I bclie•e 'the committee will allow me to proceed at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho gentleman from Ohio a.sks unanimous 
con ·ent to proceed for five minutes. Is tbet·e objection? IA.fter 
a pause.] The Chair heru: none. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I hnd called to my attention 
yesterday through a letter ·fTom a constituent of mine in Athens 
County, Ohio, that an o.narchistic mo"rement, which we b.n.ve 
seen reflected in the daily papers in the last two days, was in 
lll'Ogress out there. I have the honor to represent a district in 
which there are some 18,000 union coal miners-good, patriotic 
:Americans. They haYe .had only about one-fourth work during 
the last winter. State President Lee Hall states that 305 of the 
:392 coal mines in southern Ohio are now idle. Many of ibem 
lla\e had no work for the past three or four month . I send to 
the Clerk's desk and ask to ha"re read, in my time, an anarchistic 
circular which my constituent senos me, and who tates that it 
llas been circulated only in .the night season, never in the day
time, among those loyal but unem_ployed miners, some of whom 
are almost at the point of .hunger. In Yiew of it:-l relation to 
Ma~· day to-morrow, I ask that the Clerk read it, fol1o,Ting 
which I wish to make a few T~mru.·ks. 

~'be CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
'.rbe Clerk rend as follows: 

"M AY DAY OF EEYOL'CTIQX. 

May day of reyolutiou is here ! 
May day, wllen 1:lle workers of the world think of Uue.rty! When 

they form their -ronks ns a challenge to the master ! \\'hen they come 
out in their millions :md demonstrate the solidarity of the wo?kers! 

This -year -the American workers must all demonstrat-e. They ba-.e 
good reason. The bosses have challenged -the millions of workers in the 
country. They have organized to crash the workers. They want to 
exploit them more. In their greed they intend to grind out more profit 
from their ~bones. They want to know who hall be the masters in 
America. 

Then let us .Show them -who zwill he the masters! .Let us tell them 
that the system must be changed. Let us tell them we will change it 
by r evolution ! That ls the only way-there is no other. 

In Europe the wol'kers Bl.'e carrying on their fight. With gun in hand 
they are 11-ghtinr; thei-r governments, .determined to overthrow them and 
set up workers governments that shall represent only the wo.rkers ! 
In Italy and Germany the wor.ker.s face the guns .of the Government, 
.ready to die to obtain their freedom .from the brutal -system. In Eng
land, .Franoo, and Spain· they are ·_preparing .for tlle da:v when the clnsh 
with the Government must come. 

In Intlia, Eo-ypt, 1n the Near and Far East the worker and the 
oppressed peop!e are organizing the'lr ranks to drive out the impel'ialist 
.robbers and -cutthroats, who hold them enslaved. ll'hey are lc.arning to 
use force against force. The1·e is no othm· a.,v. 

Only in soviet Russia the wor-kers may celebrate May day .as free 
men! Only in sovtet Russia there is no exploitation! In soviet 
"Russia the workers rule! ..Attacked by 1he whole· capitalist world, 
the wo1·k:ers o"f soviet Ru ia has stood .!B.st and defended the !"evolu
tion. The revolution is spreading aero. s the globe. It calls to u ·. 
Let us prepare! 

Too long ha-ve we stood the .misery the bosses have forced on us. 
. We have not fm.:gotten the war, which .killed and eripplefl ior life 
millions of workers and filled the bosses' pockets with gold! We have 
not forgotten the war and all its take promises! We .have not 
.:forgotten and we will not fox-get ! The .hos es are preparing for a new 
war. Millions of men 11rc unemployed :and the bo se are afraid of 
them. 

And well they may be afra.id ! 
We American workers will no more stand the tyranny o! ·the bosses 

and of their governme.nt. We .hnve had enough. The United State.s 
Government stands for the bosses against the workers! It uses the 
lawmflking bodies, the courts. and its troops against the workers. 

THEN WE MUST DESTROY THE U~lTED STATES GOYERNMJ!NT. 
We must overthrow it and put in its place a workers' government. 

We must uphold the workers' government with -a strong army to crush 
the bosses .and all who support them ! 

We must prepare for the revolution-there is no other way! 
May day of the revolution is bere! 
Let us join the ranks of the fighting American workers! 
Let us proclaim our solidarity with the revolutionary workers of 

Germany and Italy ! 
Let us proclaim our solidarity with the workers of the :entire world! 
L<'t us prepar for the revolution ! 

UNITED CoMYUXIST PA..nn OF A.lt:EIUC.1.. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, since 1·eceiving thi.s letter I 
haYe been .in to11ch with Mr. John 1\Ioore, former president of 
the Unite<l .1\!ine Workers of the Stnte of Ohio, now president 
of t11e Ohio Federation of Labor, and now the legislative agent 
in this city of the United 1\line Workers of America. I call 
tile attention of the committee to it at this time partly 'becaJISe 
of the insistence of 1\Ir. Moore, n. loyal American, that there be 
a diRclaimer of any connection therewith entered on the part 
of the organizations he repres.ents, and those .ru·e the oi·ganiza
tion. · among which it is circulated in Ohio. He wishes the 
public to be assured that they llad nothing to do with its 
preparation or circulation and do not have any sympathy 
whnte'\""er with its un-American purooses. He .nnd I bDth want 
it understood that we condemned it from top to bottom. 
[Applause.] 

Gentlemen can .readily see its purpose. I .noticed in last 
nighr Washington Star accounts from four different States 

·where this same publication wa.s being circulated during the 
present week. This letter from my constituent, a lady by the 
way, one of our newly made citizens, says that -they have left 
this circular on porches through these mining communities 
for three different night , ne\er in the daytime, the last night 
being that of .April26. 

I am not taking the dastardly circular so seriously as to 
imagine a revolution ls at .hand, gentlemen, but I think it is 
high time that we give public ventilation to n.nd condemnation 
-of these acts of a cla s of tJ.·aitors, a class of anarchists, not 
£ocialists-I do not ·propose to disgrace socialists by such a 
classification-when they are spreading their damnable doctrine 
broadcast, in an attempt to destroy the Government which 
affords them their only protection. Such men have not the 
courage to shoulder a musket. They only work in the dark. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FOSTER. I gladly yield to my friend. 
Mr. FESS. Has the gentleman thought that the printing of 

ihis in the REcoRD would make it frankable, and had he 
thought, after having it read to the membership here, whether 
it would be wise to have it deleted from the REcORD? 

Mr. FOSTER. I am quite sure that I ,shall always be glad 
to avail myself of the good judgment of my colleague [Mr. 
FEss]. 

1\fr. TEMPLE. I do not think the CoNGRESSIONAL REoonD 
serves many people who are likely to be influenced improperly 
by thn t circular. 

Mr. FOSTER. I want to please my colleague from Ohio as 
well as my genial .friend from Pennsylvania . .Being compelled 
to cl'too e between them, I shall Iea.ve it the way it is. I do not 
believe it will injnre -the conntry to know what these cutthroats 
are trying to 'do, and I am quite willing -and resigned to 
1enve it in the RECOliD, frank or no frank. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. May I ask unanimous consent. 
.Mr. C.hairm.an, for one minute? 

:Mr. FOSTER. 1 wish to say tbat this same circular ha been 
ubmitted to the Attorney General, and at his request turned 

over to hi Bureau of Investigation, which is now on the job 
out in Oltio~ Let -us hope for early and effective results. 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. I want to say that this identical 
circulUT is being sent throughout the United States, or, at 1east, 
Jn Indiana. The sume cireula.r-Teading exactly, so far as I 
.remember, as this one-wa. circulated in Te1.Te Haute, Ind., in 
my -district 

The CHAIRMAN. ·The tlme of the gentleman has explreu. 
Mr. FOST.EB. I bave learned of its circulation in five State 

thi week. 
Ir. JOHNSON of .di i ·ippi. 1\Ir. Chairman, I offer _nn 

runendment. I believe, thotigb, Mr. Chairman, we hnve not 
reached the next paragraph. 

The OHAIRMA "~ The Clerk will read . 
The Clerk :read .as follows : 
The Secretary of War shall tllscharge :(rom the .military sernce wlth 

-pay and with the form of disc.hal:ge certificate to whleh the service of 
each, after enlistment. shall entitle him :lll enlisted m~ under the age 
of 18 on the application of either of their parents o.r legal guardian 
-and shall also furnish to each transportation in .kind from the place 
of discharge to the railroad station at or nearest to the place of · 
acceptance for enlistment, or to his home 1f -the distn.nco thereto is no 
greater than from the -place of discharge to the place of acceptance. 
for enlistment, bnt if the distn.nee be greater 'he may be furnished with 
transportation in kind for a distance egual to that from place of dis
charge to place of acceptance for enlistm-ent; and the Secreta.I'Y of 
War is authorized in his discretion to grant applications for dischargo 
of enlisted men without regard to the provisions of existing law re
specting discharges. 

l\!r. JOHNSON of Mississippi rose. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I ofier an amenfunent~ 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas offer · an 

amendment, which the Clerk -will report. 
The Clerk read as follow : 
Amendment offered by Mr. ANTITON \: : Pa.se lG, line 13, after ihe 

word •• discharges," insert "The -provisions of this para~rraph shall take 
effect immediately upon th~ .approval of this act." 

Mr. Al~THONY. I offer that, l\1r. Chairman, . in order· to 
remove uny doubt about when the provisions of the paragraph 
will go into effect. 

Mr. M...illDEN. .Mr. Chairman, I make a point of or<ler 
against the amendment. 

1\f.r. Wll~GO. I make too point of order, 1\Ir. Ghairruan, that 
the point of order come"" too late. The ... entleman from Kansas 
has debated his -amendment. · 

l\Ir. MADDEN. I make .n 'POint of order against the .amend
ment. 

The CHAIR1\fA1~. Tho gentleman :fJ.·om Kansa offered his 
amendment -and debated it. 

1\fr. MADDEN. I mak .a point of or<ler also against tl1e 
amendment ~:rffftl'ecl by the gentleman from l\lis i. sippi. 
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:!.\lr. WI~GO The gentleman can not make a point of order 

against it until it js reported . 
::\Ir . .TOJ:I..~SO~ of :\IiRsissifJpi. Mr. Chairman, I offer a sub

stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ANTHONY]. 

'l'he CHAIH~IAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offereu by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. JoHNSON]. 

1'he Clerk rend as follov;.·s: 
~-<\mendm~nt offered by Mr. JOH!\SOX of Mi~>sissippi as a substitute 

for the amendment oiit>red by l\lr. ANTHONY: Page 16, line 10, after 
the word " war, .. strike out all the remainder ot the paragraph and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: " shall grant a discharge to enlisted 
men upon their application until the number of enlisted men is reduced 
to 150,000." 

l\fr. lUADDI•~N. 1\fr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the amendment 

1\lr . .TOHNSON of Mississippi. Will the gentleman reserve it? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes; I will reserve it. 
The CH.A.IR.l.\lAN. 'I' he gentleman from Illinois reserves his 

point of order. 
1\:Ir. BANKHEAD. What is the point of order, Mr. Chair

man? 
1\Ir. MADDEN. That lt is legislation on an appropriation 

bill; that is the point of order, and it is a change of existing 
law. 

Mr. BANKB"J3)AD. It might be germane and admissible under 
another theory, :Mr. Chairman, which I think it is. · 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the proposition that the gentle
man from Alabama makes? 

1.\Ir. BANKHEAD. It seems to me that although it might 
be in the nature of legislation, certainly on the face of it 
it tends to reduce the appropriation and the amount of ex
penditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been reserved. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. 1\Ir. Chairman, if the House of 

Representatives heeds the advice of the chairman of the Military 
Affairs Committee [Mr. KAHN], it will increase rather than de
crease the Army. 

We have just passed an amendment providing pay for not 
more than 150,000 enlisted men, but unless we pass the amend
ment which I propose, or one similar to it, the amendment just 
passed will amount to nothing. 

Several months ago Congress passed a resolution calling upon 
the Secretary of War to reduce the Army to 175,000 enlisted men. 
The S~cretary of War ignored the resolution, and although the 
new Secretary of War has been in office for two months he has 
not reduced the Army. There .are to-day 232,000 enlisted men 
in the service. How are we to reduce the Army? My amend
ment provides that upon application of the soldier the Secretary 
of War shall discharge them until the number of soldiers is 
reduced to 150,000, the number we have appropriated rnoriey to 
pay. l\fy amendment makes it mandatory on the Secretary of 
War to discharge these men upon their application. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Yes; I yield gladly to the dis

tinguished gentleman. 
~1r. CRAMTON. Inasmuch as the appropriation is for 

150,000 enlisted men and the proviso on page 22 says the Army 
shall be reduced so that the sum appropriated shall defray the 
entire cost, why. is it necessary to have that further provi
sion? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I will answer the gentleman 
to his satisfaction if be is reasonable. On page 16, line 11, 
you expressly give the Secretary of 'Var full discretion to dis
charge these men or not, and the Secretary being under the 
influence of the General Staff, as has been charged on the floor 
of the House, I say to you the men will not be discharged un
less the law is made mandatory. 

Unless this amendment is adopted you will find that the Army 
will not be reduced according to the wishes of the Congress. I 
do not bold the Secretary of War entirely responsible, because 
I realize he has to contend with the General Staff. This " war 
machine," known as the General Staff, is not going to relin
quish any of its authority unless the Congress writes a law that 
will force them to. You know and I know the General Staff 
has dominated the Army for a long time, and I do not see any 
difference now under the new administration from the way they 
dominated the former Secretary of War. 

As Mr. ANTHONY, the ·chairman of the Army appropriation 
committee, has well said: "Secretaries of War come and Secre
taries of 'Var go, but the General Staff goes on as ever.'' 

You Republicans went to the country last November on a 
platform advocating, among other things, rigid economy. You 
promised the people you would reduce taxes; that you would 
reduce the Army; that you would bring about a state of peace 

in the country. You declared you abhorred war and love<l peace 
and craved an opportunity to bring about peace. Now, instead . 
of reducing the Army, the Chairman of the Military Affairs 
Committee [Mr. KAHN] wants to maintain a large standing 
Army in violation of your pledges to the American people. 

Never before in. the history of this country were ta..""{es so 
high. The American people are to-day groaning beneath the 
burden of taxation and demanding that they be relieved. The 
people can not continue carrying these oppressive burdens. 
They will not continue carrying these oppressive burdens. If 
you do not relieve them, they will demand a change of adminis
tration in order that they may get relief. 

Do you realize that we have in this country to-day 4,000,000 
trained soldiers, who are ready upon short notice to defend our 
flag? Do you realize that with 14,000 officers, all well trained 
and ready for action, that this country can raise an Army 
within 60 days that can resist successfully the attack of the 
world? The people realize what standing armies mean. They 
know that every Government that has maintained large standing 
armies and depended upon military force has failed. They 
know that large armies breed war instead of peace. The man 
who carries a pistol in his pocket carries it for the purpose of 
shooting some one, and upon the least provocation many times 
wrecks his own life and destroys others because of having been 
armed. 

I do not mean that we should not be prepared, but I mean 
this: That where we are too well armed, we are prone to seek 
something upon which to try out arms. Men have said here 
to-day that we should have a large Army because we are in 
danger. What country threatens the peace of America? No 

-one bas been able to point out a menace, but by insinuation, for 
the purpose of frightening Congressmen into suppbrting a big 
Army program, men have said the situation is delicate. I do 
not believe one word of it. With Europe almost bankrupt, with 
Germany disarmed, who is to attack America? The greatest 
enemy this country has, so far as bringing on war, is the muni
tions makers. Those who have made great fortunes by selling 
guns and munitions to the Government with which to destroy 
lives are in favor of war. They are in favor of big armies, 
because they realize that big armies will eventually make use 
of munitions, thereby bringing about a demand for their prod
ucts. 

Mr. Chairmall, I recall that during the war many of us went 
about over the country speaking to the people and urging them 
to buy Liberty bonds, war stamps, and to subscribe to the Red 
Cross and many other patriotic demands. I remember bow 
those people denied themselves of sugar, white bread, and hun
dreds of other things in order that the soldiers might hav-e the 
best. I remember bow the mothers and fathers accompanied 
their boys to the trains where they entrained for the training 
camps, and we all remember how those old parents wept upon 
the necks of their boys as they were offering them as a living 
sacrifice in order that peace might be brought about in the 
world. Those mothers and fathers were promised that this 
would be the last time they would be called upon to give any of 
their children in such a cause, that this was to be the last war. 

The war has been over two years and a half, and to-day we 
have nearly a quarter of a million men in arms. Do you realize 
what it costs to maintain the Army? For every enlisted man 
in the Army it costs the Goverrnnent $1,600 a year. The cost 
of the Army for the next fiscal year will be $331,072,l59.80. 
For fortification, $8,038,017. Directly and indirectly, 90 per 
cent of the money expended by this Government is for the 
A.rmy, Navy, pensions, hospitals for soldiers, and other expenses 
caused by war. · 

If disarmament could be brought about-and I hope that H 
soon will be-the taxes of the people could be reduced to a V"ery 
small sum. 

The mothers and fathers of this country demand that we do 
something to stop war. They demand that we reduce the Army. 
If you believe the soldiers of the late war want a large standing 
army, ask them, and they will tell you they do not. 

A few days ago I visited Arlington Cemetery and there gazed 
upon the hundreds of new-made graves marked by little white 
crosses, the places where now rest the torn bodies of boys who 
died upon the battlefield· in France, and as I looked upon those 
graves I thought of the mothers and fathers at home who had 
been robbed of their boys because of militarism. 

I visited Walter Reed Hospital in Washington, where I saw 
poor, blind soldiers being led about. I saw the maimed and 
wounded soldiers of the late war sitting about the hospital, un
happily whiling away the time. And I said that certainly there 
can be no one in this Congress, the pulsation of whose heart 
beats in sympathy with the mothers of these men, who will Yote 
to bring about _a condition that will bring on another war. 
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Mr. Chairman, I have .received many 'J)athetic appeals ,from Mr. PARRISH. ·Only to the place of enlistment? 
,mothers .and fathers, asking me · to get :their -bo-_ys out of the Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. To the place of enlistment, or 

· . .Army, but on .account ·of so .much "rea tape" 'in the ..Army :Regn- .to Jlis home 'if it is near the 'Place of enlistment. 
lations, few of the soldiers aTe released. Thousands af .those Mr. PARRISH. .Does not the gentleman think the bill should 
'boys a:re needed ,by their parents. .Many of them .are anxious provide !':-r paying his way to his home if he is under 181 
to engage .in more profitable business, where they tlllRY become Mr. G.All.RETT of Tennessee. I have the very grave t · oubt, 
1wme builders and taxpayers. This ought not to be .a ;partisan notwit.hBtanding the sympathy I feel about the matter. Lik<' all 
question. Every Democrat and -eva-y Republican in this House other ·1\fembers of Congress I have had many of the e minurity 
knows that the _peo_ple want a small Army. They are opposed cases. Yet I have the very gravest doubt whether from a souml 
~to militarism. They demand that thi-s Gove1·nment .adQpt .a military standpoint we are not making a mistake in putting 
.l)Olicy of l'igW .economy and .r.eduae the .taxes .that burden the 1 rthat provision in this bill. [Applause.] In my opinion it will 
people. · .result in the development of carelessness on the part of the 

.Jf you adopt this amendment or one similar to it, your Al:my recruiting officers. It will encourage young men under J8 to 
will be .r educed to .150,000. I .trm;t the amendment will be misrepresent their ages and enlist, and then their parents will 
adopted. file npp1ieations for their discharge and upon !)roof made will 

[l'lle CHAIRMAN. The .time of the gentleman from ..1\-fissis- get them out. It will .result in the Government paying out a 
sippi has expired. ' tremendous amount of money for enlisting men who will be 

.:Mr. GARRETT o:f Tenne ee. 1\Ir. Chairman, "I wnnt rto sug- under age and who \Vlll £u:ffer no penalty 'Thatever. I sym
gest .to the gentleman from Mississippi Illlr. .JoHNsoNJ that his pathize with the feeling of Members. I have had many cases 
amendment, as it seems to me, ought not .to he ofiered as a -sub- , that have torn my heart; yet I doubt w.hetheJ.' as a. sound mili
stitute for the amendment of the geutleman .from Kansas [l\Ir. 1 ta-ry -proposition this ought to be adopted. [Applause.] 
ANTHONY]. (['here is no ~elation between ~the .two .matters. . The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Now, suppose we want to v.ote ;for both. Jt seems to me there :illr. 'MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, for its ben.ring ·upon 
-should be some . arrangement made whe:reby .the amendment •of 1 lfhe matter now under discussion, I wish to state that a little 
the gentleman from l\Iississippi will not be pending as n sub- later I shall offer an amendment which will follow the so-caTied 
.stitute for the ,amendment offered by the gentleman .from : ".Borah amendment. The 'Borah amenfunent now in the 'bill pro
Ran ns. vides that the 'Secreta:ry of War shnll not e-::q)end more in com-

The CHAIRltrA.N. It d:a not -pending !aB a sliDstitute. The · pensating officers or ~n1iSted men than the sums specified in the 
_point of ·order .has be.en reserved.aga.in-strit. ' bill. I call the attention of my fi'iend "from J:iss.issippi [Mr. 

Mr. l\IAD.DEN. I .ma.ke the point of order against it. JoHNsoN] to the amendment I Shall offer, which 1 will 11ow 
M.r. GARll.E'Tir of Tennessee. He -offered it as a substitute.. read. It is to follow the Borab amenftment on page 22, line 5: 
ll'he OHAIRMAN. It ·clearlw .is 'Dot :a .-substitute. lf .anybody · 

:makes a point of order against 'it, it will ·be so held. 
l\1r. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I offer it a.s an .amendment. 
rEhe OHAIRlU.A.N. The Ohair sustains the -point of .orde.c. 

'The process of reduction shall "be put tn effect immediately upon .the 
passage of tbis act, so tbat the number of officers durin~ the next fiscal 
year -shrrll not exceed 14,000 RDd :the number of .enlisted rmen sbllil -not 
exceed 150,000. 

There is already an amendment pending. The punpose i£ rto .muke the act peak 'With reference to the 
Mr. KEARNS. :Mr. -Chuil:man, may we ·not have .the -snbs.ti- ; ·time .of its ;passage, <so fax as the nnn.tter ·of Teduction ·s con-

trrte })ending again?- cerned, with a direction to the Secretary of War to begin the 
The CHAIRMAN. The substitute ha.s been ruled out. I :Process of reduction at once, without compelling him to grunt 
l\1r. HULL of Iowa rose. ' ! ..or refuse any .individua'l ap.Plication for discharge. If my pro-
Mr. GkiDl.ETT of .IT.'ennessee. Mr . . Chaiuman, I ask fnr ·reaog- oposal is adqpted, 1tbe Secretary ,of War will at o11ce begin -the 

nition on the Anthony amendment. Does the gentleman from work of effecting the reduction on the basis 'I).TIJVided by the . 
llowu {Mr. HULL] want to offer an ammidment _or substitute : bill. 
for it? M1'. JOHNS0N af Mi-ssissippi. 1 -wish to sny thllit all I am 

Mr. 'HULL ·of Iowa. ·r .want ,to offer an nmendnuint .to the . Jnterested jn is .to tbave these ·men discharged when they .arc 
.section. anxious to ·be disCharged. As it is now, rfhe Army officers ·nr 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will :recognize the gentleman not going to discharge them as long ·as you Congressmen allow 
.:f.J:om Tennessee jn .o_p_position 'to tthe amendment. .them to hold them. 

1\11'. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Ohairm.an, I do not know , 'lJhe CH.AlLRMA.N. Tlle question is ·On the ,amendment of rtll 
that I am opposed to he amendment ·of the gen.flleman from ~ntleman from KanBas. 
Kansas. .Indeed 1 am not Qpposed to Jt. If this language here The ·amendment was •agreed to. 
bec€Jrnes a law, i -see no reason why the ·amendment of rthe gen- ! l\Ir. J"OHNSON of Mississippi, 1\Ir. HULL, ~:~.nd 1\:lr. JOHNSON 
,tleman :from Kansas should not prevu:il. !But :I ..am juflt won- of South Dakota roSB. 
ilel'ing if in our -effort here to do a kind thing ·we are o-t likely · The :CHA.IRMAN. For what pu.r:pose does the gentleman _ 
to be doing un injustice ·by the ..adoption of this ~ouage which ' .ftoom South D113rotn. Ti. e? 
has just been reai'l. 1 1\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chatrman.. .f Buggest that 

J.\11· • .ANTH0NY. Will the .gentleman Nield If 1he gentleman ·from .Mississippi [Mr. JOHNsoN] .should be enti-
Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will. l tled "to ll'ecognitiun. 

i\Ir. ANTHONY. The ~Y 'J)nrpose Df ;the amendment rwas to ~he CH...URI\1AN. Not necessarily. For what pm:pose do 
clen r away all -doubt that migllt exi-st d:n the .minds .fJf ·some of 1 the gentleman fr-mn South Dakota :ri-.;e 1 
the Members who hav.e spoken ·to the •Committee about .it rns :to 1 Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I move to strike out rthe 
•wheu ·the tla.nguage ·of the 1paragrajlh ·was to go :into .effect. · last two wm'ds. 
Some contenlied that .it ,would mot .go dnto •eff.ect until "July l.. Mr. JOHNBO~ ·of Mississippi. Mr. Ohairmau, my amend-
Otbe1·s thought it -should _go into effe.ct at 1mce. ment is rpending. 

1\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. I agree with ·the gentleJ:nan The OH.A.IiR.l\IAN. The amendment of the gentleman .from 
ftorn Kansas about that, and I :think his amendment should Mississippi was ruled out. 
prevail; but I simply wanted to call attention to th·e condition .. Mr. J0HNS0N of Mississippi. 
that is going to be created by the adoption of this language. mentary inquiry. 

1r. Cllllirma-n, a pnTlia-

At present the recruiting officers ·af the Army are cha:rged ~he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman wiH state it. 
with the ·dut.y of t.J:y~g to .ascertain the ages .of men who offer · 1\Ir. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I offered it aga:in, and it was 
themselves for enlis.trnent. An. officer w.ho Jmowingly .recruits 1 pending at "'the time-
a young man under .JB years -of n.ge is snbject :to •COmt·martial The CHAIRMAN. 'il'he gentlemun -sent an mne.ndment to -the 
and severe :penalty. Ne.vertheress thE}y get by. Young men .desk, and in due time the Chair will recognize him to offer his 
.will misrepresent -their .ages :and -state that rthey are .over J:8. amendment; ·but the Ohair feels under no constraint to .recog
Under the practice now they are ·discharged for -fraudulent nize the gentleman .at this moment. 
enl i tment and their ..fares are not paid rto their homes. Their .Mr. JOHNSON {)f Mississiwi. 1 only wanted to lmow tbe 
par ' nts have to ur:range for the payment of ·the fare of the }larliamentary sta:tns. 
discharged soldier to .his home ·or w11erever he ·rrucy w.iSb -to go. The CHAIRMAN. '.rhe gentleman from South .Dakota [Mr. 
TlliB is designed to correct that. Thi-s will give 'to the .boy an ' J.oHNSON] is recognized. , 
lwnorable discharge and will J;U"Ov.ide :for paying his wu home. .Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, if the Ohair will -allow me, 

i\Ir. J>ARRISH. Will the gent1ema11 yi"eld? the gen.tlernnn from ilowu [Mr. HUiiL], as I understand, has a 
l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. substantive amendment. 
Mr . .P.A!RRISH . .I do not under-stand ·that .this tbiU pPO- The OH.AJ:RMAN. That would have precedence. 

-\ides for paying his fare home. .Ml·. MONDELL. The gentleman from South Dakota has 
Mr . . GARRETT of Tennes ee. To the .place of en.l.U;tment. ~ ·a !J>l'O iorma amendment. 
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l\1r . .JOHNSON of South Dakota. ThEf' gentleman·: from South 

Dakota llas already been recognize{L 
The CHXffil\lAN. 'file Chair did not undeTstand t:hn.t- the 

gentleman had only a -pro forma amendment when the Chair 
recognized him. 

1\Ir. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, ev-ery 
l\1ember of Congress occasionally has the painful duty imposed 
upon him of criticizing organizations or individuals, and it is 
my duty at this time to call the attention of this House to the 
National Disabled Soldiers' League, an organization of all~ged 
service men that is- taking from the wounded men of the late 
war thousands of dollars· and using that money for purposes 
foreign to that for which it was contributed. This organization 
does not work in harmony with any soldiers' organization. 
It ougllt to be investigated by Con-gress, unless when the facts 
are given to the Congress and to tl'le administration it ceases to 
ask contributions and ceases its alleged work. 

Members of Congress will find that there are branches- of this 
organization in practically every State in the Union to-da:y, and 
that their own constituents-men who have been wounded-are 
suffering by reason of its activities. 

This National Disabled Soldiers' Le-ague first came to my 
attention in 1920, when it was in the early stages of its organ~ 
ization. The men who were responsible for the league and 
who occupied the e.xecutive positions were GeoPge Gillin, chair
man; Sidney Marks, vice chahrman; and Arthur T. Schmidt, 
secretary and treasurer. In addition, there was an executive 
committee composed of" men who are said at this time to be still 
in the Fox Hills Hospital. 

The league claimed to represent an organized effort on the 
part of disabled veterans throughout the country to secure 
proper legislation in their own int-erest. Some of the points 
for which they claimed to be working were immediate vocational 
training for all disabled soldiers, with pay ; the Darrow bill 
which provides for $20 a month added compensation for every 
disabled soldier ; preferenti-al legislation for disabled soldiers in 
regard to civil service; penmanent employment bureaus for 
placing disabled soldiers; and adequate legislation covering 
needs of ex-service men whose disabilities are now appearing 
and resulting from the Army service. 

Membership was solicited among the disabled at $l a year. 
Acting on the assumption that there were 614,900 disabled vet
erans in the United States, a figure they can not verify, the · 
officers estimated that the lea.gue would soon become self-sup
porting. Membership was slow in coming in, howev-er, and 
appeals were issued to the public for :financial support. 

About this time an advisory council was fo~med, including 
Thomas L. Chadbourne, the chairman; Marshall Field ; Herbert 
Hoover ; Prof. R. D. Fisher, of the Rehabilitation Division of 
the Vocational Board; Rabbi Stephen S. \Vise ; _Mrs. Wendell 
Phillips; and Edward T. Moore, counsel. It was found on in .. 
vestigation that several of these members had agreed, to serve 
through sympathy with the professed cause of the league, 
though knowing practically nothing of the organization o{ the 
men connected with it. This advisory council never- met, the 
chairman refused to call a meeting, though requested to by 
council members. After investigation Mr. Hoo\er, Mrs. Phil
lips, Prof. Fisher, and R-abbi '\Vise resigned from tbe council. 
No information can be secured at Mr. Chadbourne's office beyond 
the stateme-nt that he was much interested in the league and 
supported it substantially. He now refuses to give information. 

Early in October thc~re were rumors to the effect that the 
league had been formed primarily for political purposes. A 
representative of the bureau called at tlle office of the Repub. 
lican national committee and informed the committee that 
Gillin and Marks,_ if suitable salaries were paid, would swing 
the vote of the disabled men of the country, whom they claimed 
to represent, to the Revublican nominee. This was refused 
con sideration, whereupon they threatened to affiliate with the 
Democratic Party and fight the Republican Party to a finish. 
Shortly after that disabled men receiving the literature of the 
league also received propaganda in the form of extracts from 
the speeches of the Democratic candidate for the :Presidency 
touching upon his interest in the cause of the disabled men. 
'ro quote their own litee~1ture, "vVe ore going into politics with 
a spla. h-we indorse the candidate, we will not indorse parties, 
but only those men who pledge themselves to aid us,"' In 
addition to this the same men received strong Democratic 
propaganda from the Under Fire Veterans' Association, George 
H. Gillin, presi<.lent, Arthur T. Schmidt, viee president, with 
headquarters at the same address as that of the lea.gue. The 
financial statement shows thousands of dollars- of anonymous 
contn'butions and a salary pay roll: yearly of about $60,000. 

Another interesting fact is that a few days before· election 
the records in the office of the league disappeared, executives 

claiming that th~~ had· been stolen. However., they reappeared 
shortly afterwards. This same thing happened when tile secre
tary of the league was called to testify before the New York 
disttici:t attorney; Now, since that time it has been proven that 
prior to the election a contribution of $5,000 was made to this 
disabled men's league by Thomas L. Chapman, Bernard Baruch, 
and Cyrus H. McCormick. I. have no objection. to their contri
butions, whe-ther · to Republicans· or Democrats, but when an 
organization does. take money from men for political nurposes 
it has no right to go to the disabled men and mulct them for a 
dollar apiece. That ~s what the organization is doing, but 
whetfrer or not it is· necessary for Congress to investigate it 
and make public all the facts, of which I bave given only a 
very- few, :r do not- know. I would suggest to these men who 
nave been running this organization which refuses-to cooperate 
with the Rmerican- Legion, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, the 
World War-- Vererans~ or any-other bona fide legitimate organ
ization of ex--service men, that they Ollght to demand a con
gressional investigation if these facts are not true, and I would 
suggest to them also that if they do not demand that investiga
tion, if they- do not cease their pro~aganda, if they do not cease 
demanding money from . wounded men to be used• for political 
purpeses, it will be necessary for some of tile ex-service men in 
this House to introduce-such a resolution so tlmt their books can 
be brought before- a committee and all of the facts can be given 
to the American public. 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I yield. 
Mr. FLOOD. Is this league composed of disabled veterans? 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. There· are many disabled 

veterans in it I do not think there is any question about that. 
Mr. FLOOD. Does the gentleman know the number? 
Mr: JOHNSON of South Dalrota. I think tfiey have quite a 

number at tlle present time. 
Mr. FLOOD. It is a veterans' organization? 
Mr . .JOHNSON of South Dakota. It is an organization 

brought into existence purely for political purposes in the late 
campaign, which was willing to sell out to the Republican or to 
the Democratic Party. Either party might h-a..-e been justified 
in conttibuting to these men. I have no objection to that. That 
is a matrer of politics. My objection is to these men going out 
to-day and collecting $1 or $2 each from disabled men, and of 
each dollar that is contributed 90 cents goes to these alleg_ed 
officers, who hold tlle offices, and who make no reP.ort to their 
men. 

The CHAIRM'AN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expi.Led. 

l\fr. HULL. 1\f'.r. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the dE:'sk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered. by Mr. HuLL : Rage 1G, line 10, after. the word 

" is," strike- out the words " authol'ized in his diseretion " and insert 
" directed, under such reasonable regulations as he may pnescribe" ; 
in line 12, after the word " men," insert " serving in the continental 
United States " ; line 13, after the word " discharges," insert the words 
" until the number in toe Army has been reduced to 150,000 enlisted 
men, not including th.a Philippine Scouts.'' 

1\Ir. MADDEN. Mr. Chailwan, ] make· the point of ordel•
against the amendment offered by the gentleman ftom Iowa, · 
or 1 :t:eserve it for five minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I ask the gentleman to reserve it. 
1\Ir . .MADDEN. I reserve the point of order. 
Mr. BBLL. Me Chail·man, I might say that] do not think 

it is subject to the point of order. It. simply changes the lan
guage that is in the bill, andJ it chaoge.s• it in: a constructive 
way, in a way to which I thinkno Member of this Ro-use should 
object .. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. l\lr. Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield? 

J.\.lr. RULE. Yes: . 
Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I want to say to the gentle· 

man that it covers my amendment, and· I hav.e no. desire to 
press mine :further: 

1\Ir. HULL. I thank the gentleman from Mississippi. It not 
only covers his amendment but it clears the matter up. There 
are no discharges to be made in the Army unless in continental 
United States. To discharge a man in the foreign service on 
his application might cause confusion. It also does not include 
the Philippine Scouts. It is practically in conformicy to the 
preS(?nt bill, ex<!ept in this, tbnt it ditecm t.he· discharge of a 
man by the.· Seareta_ry of War and does; not allow him to have 
the discretion to hold that man in. That is· a:ll the change· there 
is. I do not think :my objection can! be mad~}' -oo that. 

?.ir. J. M. NEl1.SON~ Ml:. Ohairmun, "ti.ll' the gentl~man 
yield? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 
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l\1r. J. l\L NELSON. \Yill the amendment prohibit the dis
cluu·g-e h:r the Secretary of men outside of continental United 
States? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly not. The section will read in this 
manner: 

And the Secretary of War is directed under such reasonable regu
lations as he may ptescribe to grant applications foL· ~ischarge of en
listed men serving in the continental United States, Without regard to 
the provisions of existing law respectin~ discharges until the number 
in the Army bas been reduced to 150,00u, not including the Philippine 
Scouts. 

1\fr. HUMPHREYS. 1\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 
1\Ir. HUMPHREYS. I did not catch the reason the gentleman 

assigns for the words "in continental United States." 
Mr. HULL. Simply because we have troops in the Philip

pines, in the Hawaiian Islands, in Europe, and other places. 
To discharge a mun there on his own application might cause 
confusion, as men might ask to be discharged who ought not 
to be discharged. I do not want to interfere with our foreign 
service, and I do not think any Member of the House should. 

l\Ir. J. 1\I. NELSON. I have a case of an appeal by a mother 
in straightened circumstances for the discharge of a boy in 
Germany. Would not the gentleman's amendment by implica
tion prevent the Secretary from discharging him? 

1\fr. HULL. Certainly not. He should discharge him if he 
can, but we should not compel him to discharge him. That man 
is on foreign soil. 

l\1r. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. HULL. I will. 
Mr. McKENZIE. I wish to ask the gentleman if he does not 

feel that perhaps his amendment might result in the crippling 
of the force in continental United States, considering the fact 
we have 15,000 men in Germany, 18,000 in the Philippines, and 
with the forces we have in Hawaii and the Canal Zone? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly not. This is a whole lot better than 
to do the other way. This simply allows them to get out on 
their own request, but the Army is not forced to discharge the 
men unless the men ask to be discharged. You are going to 
bring the Army down to 150,000. Let the men select themselves
those who want to get out and let them go out; that is all. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL. I will. 
Mr. FESS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether the 

language is not contradictory in this where it says the Secre
tary of War is directed and then lP.aves it to the Secretary of 
War to prescribe such regulations--

l\1r. HULL. Such reasonable reg!l.lations for the earrying out 
of these provisions. You could not take away every discretion 
from the Secretary of War. 

Mr. FESS. But could not he under the regulations--
l\1r. HULL. I suppose that is barely possible, but I have 

faith in our Secretary of War that he will carry that out 
properly. 

Mr. LAYTON. I understand it is mandatory as far as the 
continental United States is concerned and discretionary as far 
as the foreign possessions are coneerned? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 

do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, 1\fr. Trr.soN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 5010, 
the Army appropriation bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. 1\fONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. · 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'elock and 40. 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, May 2, 1921, 
at 12 o'clock noon. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
l\1r. HICKS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 

was referred the bill (H. R. 5219) to create a bureau of aero
nautics in the Department of the Navy, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 35), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred a!'! follows: 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 5573) providing for the pur
ch~se of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Lima, Ohio, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUSTED: A bill (H. R. 5574) to authorize an is ue 
of bonds in exchange for bonds of the first, second, third, and 
fourth Liberty loan issues; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: A bill (H~ R. 5575) to amend au act 
entitled ''An act relating to the liability. of common .carriers by 
railroad to their employees in certain cases," approved April 
22, 1908; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By ~Ir. BELL: A bill (H. R. 5576) to provide relief for cer
tain employees of the Government who were retired under the 
provisions of the act of May 22, 1920, commonly known as the 
retirement act, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By l\!r. 1\LlliTIN: A bill (H. R. 5577) to amend an act en
titled ''An act to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other purposes," approved October 3, 
1913; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 5578) to relieve 
the Territory of Alaska, its officers and municipalities, from 
the necessity of filing bonds or security. in legal proceedings in 
which such Territory, its officers or municipalities, shall be 
parties; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 5579) to authorize the exten
sion and widening of Fourteenth Street from Montague Street 
to its southern terminus south of Dahlia Street, Nicholson 
Street from Thirteenth Street to Sixteenth Street, Colorado 
Avenue from Montague Street to Thirteenth Street, Concord 
A venue from Sixteenth Sb·eet to its western terminus west of 
Eighth Street west, Thirteenth Street from Nicholson Street 
to Piney Branch Road, and Piney Branch Road from Thirteenth 
Street to Blair Road, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5580) to authorize the widening of Georgia 
Avenue between Fairmont Street and Gresham Place NW.; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WHITE of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5581) to amend 
section 24b of an act entitled "An act to amend an act entitled 
'An. act for making further and more effectual provisions for 
the national defense, and for other purposes,' approved June 3, 
1916, and to establish military justice," approved June 4, 1920; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: A bill (H. R. o582) to provide compen
sation for persons suffering injuries while engaged in inter
state or foreign commerce,· and for the dependents of such per
sons .in case of death, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRAND: A bill (H. R. 5583) providing a temporary 
loan of $50,000,000 by the Federal Reserve Board to the Fed
eral Farm Loan Board for the purpose of expediting the loan 
of money to farmers upon their applications therefor now 
pending; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 5584) to acquire a site and 
erect a building thereon at Springfield, Mass.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 5585) relating to execution 
of pension papers in foreign countries; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 5586) to provide for the erec
tion of a public building on ground already acquired at Fair
field, in the State of Iowa; to the Committee on Public Build
ings and Grounds. ' 

By l\fr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 5587) for the purcha ·e of a 
site and the erection of a post-office building at Tryon, N. C.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 5588) to repeal ection 5 of 
an act entitled "An act to establish the Lassen Volcanic Na
tional Park in the Sierra Nevada l\1ountains, in the State of 
California·, and for other purposes," approved August 9, 1916; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also a bill (H. R. 5589) for the protection and improvement 
of the' Lassen Volcanic National Park, Calif., and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. · R. 5590) to authorize t.lle i SU• 
ance of Victory medals and bl'Onze service lapel buttons to 
certain persons; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Al .. o, a bill (H. R. 5591) to classify employees in the motor

vehicle service of the Post Office Department ; to the Committee 
on . the Post Office and Po t Roads. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. B. 5592) to revive the 
right of action under the act of March 12, 1863 {12 Stat. L., 
p. 820) ; to the Committee on the Judicia.ry.-

By l\1r. DOWELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. ~8) authoriz
ing the Secretary of War to transfer certain buildings and 
equipment located at Camp Dodge, Iowa, to the Iowa State 
College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. IRELAND: Resolution (H. Res. 77) authorizing the 
Doorkeeper of the Hou e to appoint an additional page; to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and everally referred as follows: 
By Mr. CHANDLER of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 5593) grant

ing a pension to Martha Ousley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pension. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 5394) conferring jurisdiction 
on the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and rende1· judg
ment in the claims of the Omaha Tribe of Indians of Nebraska 
against the United States; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KLINE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5595) grant
ing a pension to Martin Cuthbert; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMPERT: A bill (H. R. 51396) granting a pension to 
Myra C. Robbins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr: McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 5597) granting ·a pension 
to Nettie 1\fay Jernegan; to tbe Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 5598) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the village of East Aurora, State of New 
York, one German cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on 
~ilitary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5599) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Hamburg, State of New York, one Ger
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on :Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5600) granting an incre-ase of pension to 
George Plewacki ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR: A bill (H. R. 5601) for the examination 
and sur-vey of Bayou Bienvenue, State of Louisiana; to the Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (H. R. 5002) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of William E. Woodruff; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (li R. 5u03) to carry out the findings of the Co11rt 
of Claims in the case of Daniel F. Griffin ; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5604) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of George W. Barth ; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5005) granting an increase 
of pension to Cora E. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill {H. R. 5606) granting a pension to 
Harry Elkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 5607) authorizing the Secre
tary of War to donate to the city of Baltimore, State of MarY
land, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By l\fr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 5608) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth M. A. Baumgarner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\Ir. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 5609) authorizing the Secre
tary of War to donate to the town of Piercefield, State of New 
York, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on 
Mill tary A.ffairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 5610) grant
ing an increase of pension to Charles J. Kilcullen; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THO~IPSON: A bill (H. R. 5611) granting a pension 
to \Villiam H. Linnabary; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5612) authorizing th~ Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Fayette, State of Ohio, one German can
non or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 5613) granting a pension to 
Joseph S. Penland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5614) for the relief of Mrs. Cary B. Moore; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 5615) gmnting an 
increase of pen, ion to Thomas Roy; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

MOTIONS' TO DISCHARGE COMl\llTTEES. 

Under clause 4 of Rule XXVII, motions to discharge commit
tees were filed as follows : 

By Mr. WALSH: Motion to discharge the Committee on Re
vision of the Laws from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 12) to consolidate, codify, revise, and reenact the gen
eral and permanent laws of the United States in force March 
4, 1919. 

Also, motion to discharge the Committee on Education from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 25) to create a 
national university at the seat of the Federal Government. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid . 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
405. By Mr. BA.l~BOUR: Petition of Stanislaus County 

(Calif.) Farmers' Educational and Cooperation Union, favoring 
excess-profits tax until full cost of the war is paid, and opposed 
to the sales tax; to the Committee on ·ways and Means. 

406. By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the city council- of the 
city of Cleveland, Ohio, urging legislation for the consolidation 
ior telephone lines ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

407. By Ur. GALLIVAN: Petition of Savin Hill Yacht Club, 
Dorchester, 1\Iass., protesting against tax on pleasure boats; to 
the Committee on Ways and 1\feans. 

408. By Mr. GORMAN: Petition of Council Notre Dame de 
Londres (Chicago, Ill.), No. 117, nrging the defeat of the 
Smith-Towner bill; to the Committee on Education. 

409. By Mr. KING: Petition of Mrs. Gus Keller and 125 
other citizens of Quincy, ill .. urging the passage of the Smith
Towner bill ; to the Committee -on Education. 

410. By Mr. KISSEL= Petition of S. Liebmann's Sons {Inc.), 
Brooklyn, N. Y., urging the repeal of the internal-revenue tax 
ion cereal beverages, etc. ; to the- Committee on 1Vays and 
;Means. 

411. By :Mr. 1\fAcGREGOR: Petition of International Brother
hood of Locomotive Engineers, Buffalo, N. Y., protesting against 
the proposed turnover or sales tax; to the" Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

412. By Mr. MEAD: Petition of Ch!ll'les Werner Fur Co. 
(Inc.). opposing the present tax on furs; to- the Committee on 
'Vays and Means. 

413. By 1\fl:'. RY.L'i: Petition of M1·s. Theresa M. Phillips, of 
New York City, urging the recognition of the Irish republic, 
etc.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

414. By Mr. STAFFOUD: Petition of citizens of the fifth dis
trict of ·wisconsin, praying for an amendment to the Volstead 
prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

415. By Mr. YATES: Petition of Joseph B. Perkinsr Spring
field, TIL, fav-oring the Ralston-Nolan hill; to tlle Committee on 
'Vuys and :Means. 

SENATE. 

MoNDA-Y, Llf ay 2, 1921. 

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. l\Iuir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Our Father, Thou hast made us for Thyself and we can not 
rest excepting we rest in Thee. So amid th~ restlessness of 
our age and the manifold problems and anxieties that confront 
us, we do ask that we may hear the still, small voice of Him 
who said come unto•Me and rest. And so amid the day's duties 
and of the manifold responsibilities may om· hearts respond 
and find even in activity the calm of Thy presence. We ask in 
J esus• name. Amen. 

The reading clerk proceeded to read the. Jo.w·nal of the pro
ceedings of the legislative day of Thursday, April 2-8, 1921, 
when, on request of 1\Ir. CURTIS and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with and the Journal was ap
proved. 

PACIFIC COAST PETROLEUM I~DUSTRY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a collllllunica
tion from the chairman of the Federal Trade Commission, 
transmitting part 1 of the report of the Commission on the 
Pacific Coast Petroleum Industry dealing with production, 
ownership, and profits, in pursuance of Senate re ·olutimi· 138, 
Sixty-sixth Congress, fir t ses ion, wbfch was ord~1·ed to lie 
on the table. 
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